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The price of ‘softly softly’ 


The chickens came home to roost last 
month for those who have urged a ‘softly 
softly’ policy by the security forces in 
Northern Ireland. The nation, and indeed the 
whole world, was horrified by the butchering 
of two soldiers by a frenzied republican mob, 
whom the two men had had the misfortune to 
encounter when their car was held up by an 
IRA funeral. 

Prior to this incident, and as just one more 
act of appeasement towards republican 
elements north and south of the border, it had 
been official policy not to maintain any strong 
police presence at such funerals. As a result of 
this, when the car containing the two soldiers 
was stopped and cornered by the mob there 
was no help to hand from the custodians of 
law and order. The two men were savagely 
beaten and then murdered. 

But this was not all. It was subsequently 
established that the RUC were aware of what 
was going on from live TV pictures that were 
being taken from one of their own helicopters 
that was hovering above when the incident 
happened, and a squad of armed constables 
was standing by at a distance which would 
have enabled them easily to speed to the 
trouble spot and, probably, save the lives of 
the two men. The RUC, however, were 
ordered not to go in for fear of provoking a 
battle — the ‘softly softly’ policy again! 
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SACRIFICED ON THE ALTAR OF APPEASEMENT 
Corporals Derek Wood (left) and David Howes (right). The RUC could have rescued 
them from the mob but did not do so because it would have been contrary to political 
instructions 


In effect, the two men, Corporals Derek 
Wood and David Howes, were delivered up 
as ritual sacrifices on the altar of appease- 
ment. 

Subsequent to this slaughter, we have 
heard Ulster Secretary Tom King say that the 
policy of not policing IRA funerals is now 
going to be ‘reconsidered’. But this really is a 
pathetic manifestation of the government’s 
total lack of grip of the Ulster situation. It is 
almost as if the Ulster problem represented 
some kind of new ‘ball game’ to the govern- 
ment, in which experimentation, trial and 
error were necessary to arrive at the correct 
formula for coping with it. In fact, the present 
phase of the trouble has been continuing for 
the past 20 years, during which time the 
government and security forces have had 
ample time and opportunity to assess the 
efficacy of the various approaches to law and 
order and security that have been tried. The 
very idea that the government could not be 
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expected to know, up to last month’s murder 
of the two soldiers, that the non-policing 


of IRA funerals was a disastrous policy — 


such an idea just is not acceptable. It is 
perfectly clear that the reasoning behind the 
policy was not one dictated by the normal 
considerations of law-enforcement but was 
simply the product of the ‘playing at politics’ 
which has dominated all government 
approaches to matters of security in the 
province ever since the trouble started in the 
late 1960s. 

And even though no RUC personnel were 
actually maintaining an on-the-spot visible 
presence at this funeral, the fact that a body of 
officers was standing by in the near vicinity 
and within quick and easy reach of the scene 
of the bloodshed, but were nevertheless 
ordered not to go in and intervene, is an addit- 
ionally damning indictment of government 
policy and tactics — for, have no doubt, this 
decision was not just a local decision made by 
the senior officer présent; it was a top-level 
decision made in conformity with the wishes 
of the Secretary of State for Ulster, and 
ultimately of the government of which he is a 
member. 

Equally sickening, however, was the 
Ulster Secretary’s subsequent comments on 
the politics of the affair. Questioned soon 
afterwards, he said that the incident had 
underlined all the more strongly the need for 
all parties and factions in Ulster to get round a 
table and work out a mutually acceptable 
‘power-sharing’ formula for ending the 
bloodshed. One can think of no more inane 
comment to come from the lips of politicians 
in Britain over the past quarter of a century — 
and that is really saying something! Just 
whom does Mr. King think he is kidding? 
Does he seriously believe that the thugs of the 
IRA are going to become one morsel less 
determined in their campaign to bomb and 
gun the government into abandoning Ulster 
by the sight of loyalists and republicans 
sitting round a table passing each other cups 
of tea and coffee while they work out a 


‘power-sharing’ solution? The policy of the. 


IRA is not ‘power-sharing’ in Ulster; it is the 
taking of Ulster out of the United Kingdom 
and the incorporating of it into the Irish 
Republic. There are only two circumstances 
in which they will cease their campaign of 
terror: one is that they succeed in this their 
object and Ulster is taken over by Eire; the 
other is that the IRA is physically and 
politically crushed — physically crushed by 
means of a determined drive by Britain to 
eliminate its organisation, its arms and its 
personnel by all means necessary, and 
politically crushed by an equally firm resolve 
by Britain never to grant the IRA is objective 
of taking Ulster out of the Kingdom. 

We are going to see more bloodshed and 
misery in Ulster until these fundamental 
truths are recognised, and the ‘softly softly’ 
policy of Westminster abandoned once and 
for all. 


Well done, SAS! 


In the meantime, let us give credit where it 
is due. The SAS operation in which three IRA 
terrorists were efficiently dispatched in 
Gibraltar deserves nothing but praise. It is of 
course quite predictable that the political left 
in Britain should be outraged at this action 
and demanding extensive enquries into it. It is 
equally predictable that it should have 
displeased Mr. Haughey and his government 
in the Irish Republic. The vast majority of 
people in Britain, however, thoroughly 
applauded the operation, and they were right 
to do so. It will of course always remain a 
debatable matter whether the SAS men 
involved had good reason to suppose that, if 
they did not open fire, their own lives would 
have been at risk and/or their victims would 
have set off an explosive device killing many 
innocent people. We, for our part, do not care 
very much either way. Even if the action of 
the SAS in shooting the terrorists could not be 
defended in terms of such legalistic technical- 
ities, it was right nevertheless. The three were 
known, beyond any possible doubt, to have 
records of involvement with the IRA. They 
were the enemies of this country. They 
deserved nothing less than to be shot. 

In fact, it has subsequently come to light 
that two of the three, Mairead Farrell and 
Daniel McCann, had already served terms of 
imprisonment as a result of previous IRA 
activities. Had these two been dealt with at 
the time as befitted their crimes — by hanging 
— they would never have survived to have 
been in-Gibraltar on the occasion. As it was, 
by being given a ridiculously light punish- 
ment they were on the loose again after not so 
many years and were thus permitted to come 
within a hairsbreadth of massacring yet more 
innocent people. Again, the British political 
establishment only has itself to blame that the 
two were in Gibraltar in this situation. Thanks 
to the SAS men involved, these two, and their 
henchman Sean Savage, will not menace 
human life again. 

We have said it before and we say it again: 
a ‘shoot-to-kill’ policy on the part of Britain’s 
security forces towards the IRA is wholly 
justified in a situation of war, such as the 
latter has created. In war you hunt your 
enemy down and you eliminate him where 
you find him. This has been the rule of such 
conflict from the beginning ef time. 
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Live today, pay tomorrow! 


Certain local authorities are in trouble with 
the government because they are adopting a 
practice of selling off some of their major 
capital assets in order to raise ready cash for 
immediate spending sprees that will earn 
them popularity with local electors without 
the need for any increase in the rates. 

Brent Council in North West London 
recently: sold off its Town Hall and other 
council property in a £240 miilion deal under 
which it would continue to use these 
properties by means of a lease-back scheme. 
The deal would of course in the long run leave 
the council much worse off but in the short- 
term it would enable it to put its hands on the 
cash it needed for its vote-catching projects. 

The government’s Environment Secretary 
Nicholas Ridley has made a move to stop this 
practice, saying that the government was 
‘determined to deal with massive capital 
borrowing in order to finance expenditure 
which will later have to be paid for by 
councils who have not been elected yet, and 
ratepayers who may not be ratepayers yet.” 

All very fine. But is the government really 
in a position to condemn local authorities for 
this kind of practice? Is there really any vital 
difference between the action by Brent 
Council in selling off its Town Hall and that 
of the government itself in selling off 
numerous vital public assets, such as British 
Telecom, British Steel and now, as is 
planned, the various regional electricity 
boards? Were not these schemes conceived 
with exactly the same purpose in mind: to 
raise quick money for government expend- 
iture without passing the bill onto the 
taxpayer? By criticising Brent Council and 
other local authorities in this regard, the 


government is engaging in the grossest 


hypocrisy. 

The truth is that this policy of ‘live now, 
pay later’ is a typical product of the party 
game and the ‘democratic’ system of which it 
is part. Governments, like local authorities, 
are all in the business of having to court 
instant popularity. Winning the next election, 
whether it be a parliamentary election or an 
election to local government, is paramount. 
Everything must be sacrificed to this 
essentially short-term requirement. The 
future can be mortgaged — and without limit! 
Have not governnents during this whole 
century, and the previous one, been acting in 
accordance with this imperative, not only in 
the public assets they have sold off but also in 
the vast scale of public borrowing they have 


maintained? It is of course posterity that has' 


to pay; but no government, national or local, 


_ can afford to be bothered with posterity. It is 


the moment that matters. The next election 
has to be won, and that means living on HP. 


Favours for those 
who ‘believe’ 


A sex-attacker escaped jail recently when 
an Old Bailey judge heard that he had become 


a ‘born-again’ Christian. 


David Lilley, the convicted man, had 
previously served seven years for attempted 
rape. Now found guilty on a charge of sexual 
assault against a woman soldier in 


‘Camberley, Surrey, he stood to go down for 


at least double that time. 


But Lilley had certain factors working for 
him. One of his clerical friends, the Rev. 
Jeffrey Bland, of Frimley Baptist Church, 
testified for him saying that he had now been 
converted to Christianity and that he was 
convinced that the conversion was genuine. 

Mr. Justice Rose, presiding, let Lilley off 
with three years probation and an order to 
undergo psychiatric treatment. 

Which just goes to show that, whatever 
filthy crime you may have committed and 
whatever your past ‘form’ in respect of this 
kind of crime may be, if you can persuade the 
court that you are one of Jesus’s flock you 
stand a good chance of getting special 
leniency by comparison with others convicted 
of the same kinds of offences. Perhaps this 
Editor, when he was hauled into court with a 
colleague on ‘race hate’ charges in 1986, 
should have waved a bible in front of the 
judge — both in that case might have retained 
their freedom, instead of being sent to clink! 

But of course, in the eyes of today’s 
guardians of the nation’s justice, attempted 
rape the second time round is apparently a 
lesser sin than criticism of Britain’s ‘ethnic 
minorities’. 


Peterloo revisited 


The so-called ‘Peterloo Massacre’ which 
has featured prominently in left-wing folklore 
all these years may not have been a massacre 
at all. 

This is the finding of Professor Philip 
Lawson of Alberta University, Canada, who 
claims to have unearthed a document 
challenging the conventional view that police 
butchered,- without any justification, 
members of a peaceful crowd at St. Peter’s 
Field, Manchester, on August 16th 1819. 
According to Prof. Lawson, a letter in his 
possession, written by one of the constables 
present, says that many demonstrators were 
‘wielding monstrous clubs’’ and behaving 
extremely violently at the moment when the 
police rode into the crowd to arrest one of the 
speakers, Henry Hunt. 

The finding has of course greatly upset left- 
wingers everywhere, who depend on the 
emotive impact of their various ‘atrocity’ 
legends to keep going the atmosphere of hate 
on which they thrive. Not at all pleased at the 
Lawson finding was Mr. Eric Heffer MP, 
who commented: ‘*There is always someone 
trying to rewrite history.” 

Yes there is, Mr. Heffer, and it is all most 
inconvenient, isn’t it? There are even some 
people today who are so impertinent as to 
challenge the veracity of the ‘holocaust’. We 
really just cannot have these people coming 
along and causing everybody the nuisance of 
having to look back searchingly into the past 
in order establish what was true and what was 
false, what was fact and what is fiction. Far 
better that we rest comfortable in our old 
myths and our old superstitions, and go on 
believing what we want to believe. In this 
way can we be spared the exertion of re- 
examining the cosy world of ideas by which at 
present we are ruled. Wouldn’t it indeed have 
been better for us all if our ancestors had 
persisted in their allegiance to the established 
dogma that the world was flat, instead of 
listening to those dangerous extremists and 
trouble-makers who had the impudence to 
suggest that it was. not? i 
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THE ‘HOLOCAUST’: SO WE 


-~ DOUBTERS ARE ALL INSANE! 


BERNARD LEVIN puts historical revisionism on the 
psychiatrist's couch 
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t was Voltaire who said “If I 
were accused of stealing the 
towers of Notre Dame I 
would make a bolt for it at 
once.” He thus dramati- 
cally encapsulated the terrible 
truth that there is nothing too 
obviously false for somebody, 
somewhere, to believe it. He 
might have added that there is 
also nothing too plainly inexcus- 
able for somebody to excuse it. 

These melancholy thoughts 
passed through my mind last 
weekend when I read an item in 
The Sunday Times about the 
circulation of a broadsheet, de- 
signed to look like a newspaper, 
called Holocaust News, the pur- 
pose of which 1s to maintain that 
the extermination of millions of 
Jews in the Final Solution never 
happened, and that the .claim 
that it did is nothing more than 
the propaganda of a Jewish 
conspiracy. 

I received a copy months ago. 
Since my normal rule in these 
matters is to ignore such ravings, 
I did nothing. There is nothing 
new about Holocaust News; a 
few years ago a pamphlet ap- 
peared, with the title Did Six 
Million Really Die? This was 
published under a pseudonym, 
Richard Harwood, the author’s 
real name being Verrall; this, 
too, argued that only a few 
thousand Jews died in the 
camps, mostly of natural causes. 
(The editor of the new version, 
Richard Edmonds, a member of 
one of the Nazified groupuscules 
that split off from the National 
Front, does go a trifle further, 
claiming that the deaths that 
weren’t from illness were of 
those “executed for sabotaging 
the war effort.”) 

Charming folk, what? But 
though I am sorry to give offence 
in saying so, I cannot take even 
such pestilent vileness seriously. 
To be sure, it is widely rooted; 
there is Professor Faurisson in 
France, for instance, and the 
delightful Mr Butz in the United 
States, and in the Federal 
Republic there is the Deutsche 
Nationalzeitung, though those in 
charge of it have to be careful, 
because denying the Holocaust is 
an offence there. 

Anti-semitism, like other ir- 
rationalities, will not be cured by 
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Bernard Levin 


reason; I must add that it will 
also not be cured by laws. 
(Copies of Holocaust News have 
been sent to the Director of 
Public Prosecutions.) It must be 
unnerving for these poor, crazed 
creatures to find Jews behind 
every door, plotting to take over 
the country, and meanwhile 
putting poison in the milk 
bottles on the doorsteps of clean- 
living Hitler worshippers, but 
there is nothing to be done. 

Before the Second World War 
there really was reason to be 
concerned about British anti- 
semitism; Mosley’s riff-raff 
knocked out a good many Jewish 
teeth, and knocked in even more 
Jewish windows, and if their 
heroes and exemplars across the 
Rhine had won the war — but 
there is no need to finish that 
sentence. 

I bet nobody but me now 
remembers Captain Ramsay. He 
was a Tory MP who was so 
devotedly pro-Hitler that he was 
imprisoned under the same 
emergency wartime regulations 
that netted Mosley and many of 
his followers, but he remained an 
MP. (The detainees were not. 
charged with any criminal of- 
fence, so there were no grounds 
on which he could be expelled 
from the House.) He was let out, 
as was Mosley, in 1944, and the 
first thing he did was to bustle off 
to Parliament and introduce a 
Bill that would compel all Jews 
to wear a six-pointed yellow star 
on their clothing; I have to say, 
though I shall give even greater 
offence by saying it, that it is 
almost impossible to withhold 
admiration from a man so 
monomaniacally consistent. 


amsay wasn’t the 
worst, either. There 
was a man called 
Arnold Leese who at- 
tacked Mosley for 
being insufficiently anti-semitic; 
indeed, he called the Leader “the 


kosher Fascist”. Leese also put. 


his mouth where his opinions 
were; he advocated the exter- 
mination of British Jews. (He 
was also the leading authority on 
camel diseases. Well, I suppose 
somebody has got to be.) 

Then there was A.K. Ches- 
terton, who was originally one of 
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Mosley’s followers but broke 
with him and went on to set up 
an outfit called the League of 
Empire Loyalists; he lived long 
enough to gather together many 
fascistant splinters and weld 
them into the National Front. A 
very rich South American lu- 
natic, who kept his bath full of 
walnuts (of which he feared a 
shortage), made a will leaving his 
considerable fortune to Chester- 
ton, but it was overturned. (No 
doubt Chesterton blamed the 
Jews for cheating him out of his 
inheritance.) 

You wouldn’t think it to look 
at me, but I gave evidence in a 
court case on behalf of Ches- 
terton’s Empire Loyalists; (I was 


Some years ago I was asked to 
address a very respectable An- 
glo-German body. After my 
speech, questions were invited, 
and it became demonstrably 
clear that the organization had 
been infiltrated by a group of die- 
hard British Nazi supporters. As 
I was leaving the hall, a mad- 
looking little man plucked me by 


the sleeve. 


“You're a Jew, aren’t you?”, 
he said. I murmured“‘Why, yes”. 


“Ah,” said he, “now the six- 


pointed Star of David is the 
Jewish symbol, isn’t it?” Long- 
ing for a drink, but unable to get 
through the slow-moving crowd, 
I conceded his point. “Well,” he 
said, his eyes now glittering, 
“how can you deny that all the 
publishers and all the news- 
papers and magazines and books 


in this country are controlled by 
the Jews, when on every page 
they have put the Star of 
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David? 


patted him on the shoulder 
and said I hoped he would: 
feel better in the morning. 
A few minutes later, with 
the drink before me, I 
described my encounter. “What 
can he be seeing”, I asked the 
company, “to imagine that the 
Jews are evervwhere he looks in 
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there when some of them were 
beaten up by Winter Garden 
attendants in Blackpool when 
they interrupted the Tory party 
conference, and Aristides Levin, 
murmuring “Fiat justitia, ruat 
coelum”, described what he had 
seen. (It did no good; apparently 
they charged the wrong atten- 
dants.) 


I am sorry (I seem to be 
spending this entire column 
apologizing), but I really cannot 
get worked up about anti-semi- 
tism in Britain today. The truth 
is that the Nazis demonstrated 
for all time just what that poison 
can lead to, and it shocked 
almost all but the real swine into 
abandoning it. It survives today 


Below is a reprint of an article written by the journalist and author Bernard Levin, which appeared in THE TIMES on the 10th 


Loonies we can safely ignore 


only among the swine them- 
selves, the ones who are too mad 
even to talk to, and — very 
faintly — the last heirs to the kind 
of genteel anti-semitism that was 
rife in respectable 1930s’ draw- 
ing-rooms. 

Leave Holocaust News alone; 
the dead can suffer no more, and 
the living are in no danger, 
however much pain such things 
awake in some of them. And if 
you want an illustration of the 
eternal impossibility of getting 
any sense into the heads of the 
maddest ones, those heads which 
seethe and boil with their hate 
and terror of the peculiar people 
called Jews, let me tell you a 
story of my own experience. 


‘any printed page?” 

No one could even make a 
guess, so we agreed that madness 
is not explicable, and talked of 
happier things. A few minutes 
later there was a cry of “I’ve got 

: it!” from a girl from the German 
‘embassy. We turned to her: 
. “Look,” she said, opening a copy 
: of a newspaper, “asterisks”. 

It was true; wherever that poor 
devil saw an asterisk he saw the 
sign manual of the Jewish Beast, 
pursuing him everywhere. Do 


you really want to try to reason 
with that, or to prosecute those 
who deny the gas chambers? One 
day, all people will be wise, 
enlightened, free of all prejudice, 
and rational. But while we ate 
waiting for the day, we should 
remember that Nineveh, too, 
was a great city wherein were 
more than six score thousand 
persons who could not discern 
between their right hand and 
their left hand; and also much 
cattle. / 


OPEN LETTER FROM A ‘LOONY’ 


JOHN TYNDALL challenges Mr. Levin 


Dear Mr. Levin, 


I was very interested to read your recent 
Times article dealing with the ‘holocaust’ and 
with that growing number of people who are 
now questioning the historical veracity of this 
legend. 

i am gratified to know that you are not one 
of those Jews — and they are many — who 
are demanding that people who dissent in this 
way from the current historical orthodoxy 
should be locked up for their views. You may 
be aware that in Canada one of these 
dissenters, Ernst Zundel, is currently on trial 
for having published material which claims 
that there never was any programme of 
deliberate extermination of Jews (or anyone 
else) organised by Hitler’s government in 
Germany. The prosecution against Mr. 
Zundel was instituted largely as a result of 
pressure upon the Canadian government by 
Jewish groups. Here in Britain, Jewish 
groups have also been in the forefront of those 
applying pressure against our own Attorney 
General for the prosecution of people 
responsible for the distribution of Holocaust 
News, a publication which likewise puts 
forward a different view of the alleged 
‘holocaust’ than that held by orthodox 
historians; and to this your article has drawn 
attention. | 

The chief thrust of what you say seems to 
be that there is no need to prosecute and 
imprison those who question the ‘holocaust’ 
because they are so obviously mad that they 
cannot possibly represent any real danger to 
society. Before going on to examine this 
supposition, may I just comment that it is 
interesting that you should oppose such 
prosecutions and imprisonment essentially on 
the grounds that they are unnecessary, and 
not because such action would consistitute an 
outrage and a violation of free speech. The 
inference from this seems to be that, if there 
were evidence that people holding such 
dissenting views were growing to the point at 
which they threatened to enjoy large nation- 
wide influence, then the argument for hauling 
them into court and jailing them would be 
much stronger. Am I wrong? If so, please 
correct me. 


NO SENSE 


Now as to the presumption that people who 
believe in Jewish conspiracies to distort the 
truth, and who believe that that truth has been 
distorted in the case of what happened in Nazi 
Germany are ‘loonies’, could I just begin by 
saying this: I do not myself claim to be one of 
the world’s holocaust ‘experts’ — in the sense 
of having specialised in the study of that 
subject and accumulated vast knowledge of 
the facts and figures currently being 
employed to refute the holocaust theory. My 
own refutation of that theory has roots that are 


much more elementary. More than 30 years 
ago, and as a very young man with a deep 
interest in national and international politics, 
I came to the conclusion that the theory 
simply did not make sense. I deduced simply 
that the German Nazis, whether for good or 
bad reasons, surely wanted, like every other 
movement in the world, to make friends 
rather than make enemies. I could not see the 
logic of people who were supposed — on the 
evidence of their most bitter enemies — to be 
skilled propagandists handing on a plate to 
those very same enemies an obvious 
propaganda gift — which they most certainly 
would have done by carrying out such an 
extermination programme. It was also 
obvious to me that a programme on such a 
mammoth scale as that implied by the figure 
of 6 million exterminated would have had to 


have involved an awful lot of people in its 


execution — if we include, not only the 
people who actually physically took part in it; 
but also those many more who would have 
been in some way implicated in the adminis- 
tering and organising of such a scheme — to 
say nothing of the many more still who would 
have had to have known about it and were in a 
position to stop it, but did not do so. 

Every nation produces an element of 
sadists and natural criminals and thugs, and 


small and isolated cases of atrocity are within | 


the scope of rational belief, given the 
existence of this element and given also the 
atmosphere of war, with its brutalising 
effects. However, the numbers alleged in the 
‘holocaust’ programme, and the sheer scale 
of operations that those numbers would have 
involved, does not permit us to attribute such 
criminal acts to a small minority; it would 


‚suggest that a substantial section of the 


German population would have had to have 
been implicated in the supposed crime — and 
that is indeed an allegation of those who 
propound the holocaust theory. 

I happened to spend most of my two years 
as a national serviceman in Germany, in 
1952-54, and my observation of the German 
people, close-up, during that time just did not 
permit me to believe that such a people would 
ever have been capable of the crimes 
attributed to them by the ‘holocaust’ industry 
— except in respect of a very minute minority 
of the size suggested earlier. Coupling this 
with elementary knowledge of the enormous 
contributions made by the German race to 
European culture and civilisation, I found that 
the supposition that a great many of these 
people had been capable of such unspeakable 
crimes, even under the duress of war, 
simply did not make sense. 

It was not until some years later that I came 
into possession of literature produced by 
people who had made an in-depth investig- 
ation of the subject and which confirmed, by 


ample facts and figures, what I had some time 
before felt, by the exercise of basic instinct, to 
have been the truth. | 
But your analysis of the matter would seem 
to indicate otherwise. You appear to believe 
that people who arrive at these conclusions 
concerning the holocaust are ‘loonies’, while 
those who are prepared to accept that a highly 
civilised nation suddenly, 40-odd years ago, 
went mad, and acquiesced in mass atrocities 
are normal rational people! 


WHO ARE THE DOUBTERS? 


But I would like to say a word more about 
the people whom you classify as mentally 
deranged because they believe in the theory of 
a Jewish conspiracy and/or because they 
disbelieve in the holocaust. Some of these 
people I have known personally and others I 
know about. One whom I knew was A.K. 
Chesterton, whom you have mentioned. I can 
testify that no saner man ever lived. His 
opposition to organised Jewry was based on 
entirely rational considerations, derived from 
many years’ careful observation of the world 
political scene. He was the first to condemn 
and dissociate himself from crackpot ‘anti- 
semites’ who used wild, unproven and 
improbable allegations to back up their 
charges against the Jews. Of course such 
people exist, and I have known a few of them 
— every movement and theory in history has 
had its idiot fringe. AKC shunned such 
people like the plague, as I do, for the good 
reason — among many others — that their 
obvious eccentricity only discredits the 
theories they advocate. You say that ‘‘no 
doubt Chesterton blamed the Jews for 
cheating him out of his inheritance.’’ I 
happen to have spoken to Chesterton about 
this very subject. It is a fact that the overturn- 
ing of the will made by Mr. R.K. Jeffrey (a 
Briton, not a South American) in which a 
fortune of nearly £2 million was bequeathed 
to AKC occurred in extremely peculiar 
circumstances, which suggested fraudulence 
somewhere. However, as no conclusive 
evidence existed as to the sources behind this 
probable fraud, it was never known whether 
the affair had political undertones or was to be 
attributed to ordinary private criminality. As 
Chesterton lacked such conclusive evidence, 
he refrained from making any dogmatic 
claims on the matter. | 

Other people connected with these theories 
whom I have not known include many of 
considerable distinction in their various 
fields. There is Dr. Wilhelm Staglich, a 
former German judge who was stripped of his 
State pension by the West German. 
government as a result of his having been 
found ‘guilty’ of questioning the holocaust. 
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OPEN LETTER FROM A ‘LOONY’ 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


You also mention Professor 
Faurisson, who is a leading French academic. 
He encountered appalling victimisation in his 
country for the same ‘crime’. Yet another 
Frenchman, preceding Faurisson, was Paul 
Rassinier, who actually was an active anti- 
nazi and himself served a term in one of the 
German concentration camps. Then there is 
Professor Arthur Butz, a university lecturer in 
the United States. I have mentioned Ernst 
Zundel, who built a highly successful 
commercial art business in Canada after 
having migrated there from his native 
Germany when only 19. I could go on end- 
lessly. The ranks of those who now repudiate 
the holocaust legend includes scores of men 
who have all attained distinction in their 
various walks of life and can on no account be 
rated ‘loonies’. 


DISHONEST ARGUMENT 


You choose, however, to ignore 
completely the rational considerations on 
which these people have formed their views 
about Jewry and the holocaust and instead 
talk of those who ‘‘find Jews behind every 
door, plotting to take over the country, and 
meanwhile putting poison in the milk bottles 
of clean-living Hitler-worshippers...’’ Or, as 
elsewhere in your article, you mention the 
case of the fellow who thought that every 
asterisk printed in the newspapers was a 
disguised Star of David. It really is rather 
dishonest, don’t you think, Mr. Levin, citing 
the occasional crank or comedian as repres- 
entative of a theory you do not like, rather 
than examine the evidence of those who are 
the world’s most learned exponents of it. It is 
as if I had put forward Woody Allen as 
spokesman on _ Einstein’s Theory of 
Relativity! 3 

As a further example of this tendency, you 
mention Captain Archibald Ramsay, and cite 
his presentation of a Bill to parliament 
compelling all Jews to wear a six-pointed 
yellow star on their clothing. I am not in a 
position to verify or refute this allegation, and 
so I will not challenge it here. What I will do, 
however, is mention Captain Ramsay's book 
The Nameless War, in which he set out his 
views on the Jewish Question. In this book he 
made a number of serious allegations against 
Jewry, the most prominent of which was that 
certain Jewish interests were in the forefront 
of the drive to force Britain into war with 
Hitler’s Germany. In his presentation of this 
argument, he gave evidence of several state- 
ments and actions of Hitler’s that indicated 
his admiration for Britain and his desire for an 
accomodation with her that would have left 
her territory, sovereignty and imperial 
possessions intact. You choose not to 
mention this book, or the facts and arguments 
that are contained in it. Neither has the book, 
to my knowledge, ever been publicly 
examined in any major newspaper in modern 
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times. If your object is to discredit Ramsay, 
would it not be more honest to quote some of 
the claims made in his book and prove them 
wrong? 


WHY NO PUBLIC DEBATE? 


This all leads me to the main point that I 
want to make to you in this letter. You 
describe those people who believe in the 
existence of a conspiracy by Jews as 
‘loonies’, and you attach the same description 
to those who maintain that the holocaust 
never happened. Very well, they may be — or 
they may not be. 

But surely, if they are, the best possible 
thing to do is allow an open debate on the 
matter in which these ‘loonies’ may be 
allowed to present their argument, and in 
which your own people — including possibly 
you yourself — may have the right of reply. 
In that way, both sides of the dispute may be 
heard by the people and everyone may be 
permitted to make up his own mind. 

The ideal forum for such a debate would of 
course be television. But almost equally 
appropriate would be the columns of one of 
the nation’s leading newspapers — perhaps, 


for instance, The Times? Would you be: 


prepared to use your influence with the latter 
paper to arrange for such a debate to take 
place? 

I have to tell you now — in the unlikely 
event of your needing telling — that all the 
weight of past evidence is against the 
probability of such a debate ever being 
allowed. You will indeed probably know that 
there has been a complete censorship of any 
open debate on this subject for at least the last 
40 or 50 years, certainly since the end of 
World War II. This prompts the question: 
why? If those who believe in the existence of 
conspiratorial forces in the world involving 
Jews are such obvious nut-cases, why have 
those in control of the mass media not been 
only to glad to give them a platform in which 
they can reveal their ‘nuttiness’ to the world 
— and in which their claims against Jewry 
can be examined and refuted? 

I can appreciate that to Jews like yourself 
this whole question is a highly sensitive one 
and that, when you hear these allegations 
made against the Jews — such as the allegat- 
ion that the ‘holocaust’ legend has been 
deliberately invented for the purpose of 
misleading the masses — you feel great 
resentment. I too would resent it if I were 
publicly accused of trading in lies. 

Indeed, I think it would not be inaccurate to 
say that most Jews regard the theories of ‘anti- 
semitism’ as a kind collective libel against 
themselves. 

But, as you know, Mr. Levin, there exists 
in most countries, including this one, legal 
provision for those who believe themselves to 
have been the victim of defamatory attacks, 
amounting to libel, to take the attacker to 
court and have a proper judicial examination 
of the whole matter, through which the 
attacks, if they are found to have no 
foundation, can be declared thus by the court 


and the good name of the intended victim re- 
established. 

I would therefore suggest that by far the 
best course for those Jews who believe they 
are being defamed by those they class as ‘anti- 
semites’ is to have the whole case comprehen- 
sively examined, in full public view, so that 
what are claimed to be unwarranted attacks 
can be answered and the good name of Jewry 
consolidated. 

But so far this has never happened. There 
has not been, at least in modern times, any 
such open public examination in the form of a 
public debate. There has been a complete 
media gag on discussion of this subject. And, 
in addition to this, as you know, attempts 
have been made to prosecute and imprison 
critics of the Jews in order to shut them up. 

Why, Mr. Levin? Why? 


WITHOUT PREJUDICE 


You conclude your article, Mr. Levin, by 
saying that ‘‘One day, all people will be wise, 
enlightened, free of prejudice, and rational.”’ 
I presume that you intend this facetiously, but 
no doubt there is an element of seriousness in 
the way that you apply it in the context of 
‘anti-semitism’. 

Well, you may be suprised to know that 
this is precisely the atmosphere in which I 
want to see the Jewish question thoroughly 
discussed. Most particularly, I want it to be 
discussed in an atmosphere that is free of 
‘prejudice’, i.e. the tendency to form an 
opinion on something based on a priori 
feelings rather than objective and scientific 
examination. I would suggest to you, Mr. 
Levin, that over the past 40 or 50 years at least 
public opinion on the Jewish question has 
been formed in an atmosphere Of emotion 
amounting at times to hysterics, rather than 
one conditioned by the virtues which you 
have listed. Let us have a debate in which 
reason and facts rule the proceeedings. Are 
you and your co-racials afraid of this? If not, 
how about using your influence to bring it 
about? 

This is an open letter, which is being 
published in the April issue of Spearhead 
magazine. Should you wish to reply, I can 
promise you that your reply will be published 
unabridged. We ‘loonies’ are not afraid of 
allowing our opponents to be heard! 


Yours sincerely 
JOHN TYNDALL (Editor) 


‘One law for us... 


St. Albans (Herts) council is planning to 


T build a £40,000 extension to a council house in 


order to create more room for the tenants — a 
man, his two wives and 11 children. 

Two wives? Isn’t bigamy against the law in 
this country? Apparently not for Bangladeshis 
— only for native British. The man, being a 
Moslem, is entitled, so it seems, to this prefer- 
ential treatment. 

In addition, the man is unemployed, and in 
an area that is screaming out for labour. We 
wonder what is his social security bill? 


THE ULTIMATE PREDATOR 


CHARLES JETEVOIS sees some interesting parallels 
between the natural orders in the animal and human 
worlds (First part of a two-part article) 


EVERYONE who speaks English knows 
the word ‘cat’. For many infants just 
learning their first words, ‘C-A-T’ comes 
immediately after ‘Mama’ and ‘Dada’. 
Perhaps this is because a cat is such a 
common domestic animal, suitable for a 
child to touch and pet. And then, ‘cat’ is a 
handy word because it leads so easily to 
hat, bat, mat, pat, sat...but particularly to 
‘rat’, R-A-T. Besides, there is a natural 
connection between ‘cat’ and ‘rat’. We tell 
our toddler that ‘‘the cat catches the rat.”’ 
In this simple phrase we have touched the 
motherlode of wisdom for all the universe. 
Unfortunately, we all too often, having 
revealed unconsciously to our heir and 
offspring this prime law of all life, then 
mindlessly divert his attention to other 
words and ideas, usually allowing to wither 
the oracular message of the cat-eats-mouse 
lesson. 

What is so special about the cat-rat thing? 
Nothing less than that it is the most common, 
everyday, corner-lot-visible example of the 
predator-prey relationship. We have all seen 
a mature cat stalking, if not a rat, then a field- 
mouse in the tall grass of a vacant yard. We 
have all noticed the cat’s absolute devotion 
and attention to his hunt. But have we realised 
that we are witnessing the ages-old re-enact- 
ment of roles that must be played by all living 
creatures? 

In the natural world, the predator-prey 
relationship is often complex. Large 
carnivores, such as the lions, tigers, leopards, 
bears and panthers, prey on herbivores, such 
as deer, zebra, gazelle, rabbits, fish, etc. 
However, scavengers such as the hyenas, 
which individually are much inferior to the 
lion in strength, are able in a group to prey on 
the lion by taking his catch away from him. 
Then of course, tiny creatures such as ticks 

‘and fleas prey on all the larger furred animals. 
It could even be said that the herbivores prey, 
in a sort of pastoral way, on plants and shrubs, 
which are unprotected by thorns, spines or a 
bad taste. Some members of the same species 
even prey on each other (notably men) and 
usually battle one another for territorial 
possession and for a mate. 


FUNDAMENTAL LAW 


The predator-prey relationship is such a’ 


fundamental and universal law of life that it 
even exists in the plant kingdom, with the so- 
called carniverous plants trapping and eating 


This article was first published in 
CHRISTIAN VANGUARD, PO Box 
426, Metarie, Louisiana 70004, U.S.A., to 
which we owe acknowledgements. One 
passage has been deleted so as to avoid the 
danger of prosecution under British 
censorship laws. 


so-called higher forms of life. There is the 
Venus Fly Trap (Dionaea Muscipula), the 
two opposing hinged leaves of which, fringed 
with spines that can interlace, will close 
rapidly, forming a prison-like chamber when 
an insect touches the sensitive trigger hairs 
growing at the inner hinge line of the leaves 
(It takes two stimuli, spaced from 1.5 to 20 
seconds apart, to actuate the mechanism of 
the trap). 

Then there is the Sundew (Genus 
Drosera), which traps insects with drops of 
sweet clear mucilage at the ends of clustered 
tentacles in its flowers. When the insect 
becomes stuck onto a few of these gooey 
tentacles, all the rest of them then bend and 
fold around the struggling insect. 

Perhaps the most unusual carnivorous plant 
is acquatic and named Utricularia. Its under- 
water roots bear tiny bell-shaped traps with 
elaborate double-hinged doors. When a near- 
microscopic marine creature swims by and 
bumps against the trigger hair, the door 
swings open while the bell simultaneously 
expands, sucking the prey into the trap in a 
bewildering one-one sixtieth of a second! 
Later, the trap resets itself in one-thirty third 


of a second (Remember, this is a plant). This 
action went undiscovered until recently due to 
its lightning-like speed, and probably due to 
this cause the victim species is never able to 
learn what happens and to pass on this inform- 
ation to his offspring. Hence, lesson number 
one: Predators often act with great speed. 

Thus, as we can see, the predator-prey 
relationship is an essential and ineluctable 
aspect of all life on this planet. It began when 
life began on this planet. It has always been 
that way — even from life in the seas of the 
Paleozoic era a half-billion years and more 
ago. It would be childish, stupid and danger- 
ous in the extreme for a prey-type form of life 
to believe that this predator-prey relationship 
was no longer valid, that it had somehow been 
cancelled by the march of evolution or the 
advent of civilisation. On the other hand, it 
would be a dream come true for the 
predator group if their prey were to think 
just that! 


DIFFERENT WORLDS 


A German natural scientist first proposed 
the principle of the umwelt, the world as it 
appears to one particular species of life 
because of the peculiarities and limitations of 
the sense organs of that species, and of its 
mode of using them and its manner, so to 
speak, of thinking with them. The umwelt of 
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THE CROCODILE 
Typical predator 


IS THERE A WOLF AT YOUR DOOR, LITTLE PIGGY? WILL YOU BE EATEN NEXT? OH NO SIR. ITIS 
THE WOLF WHO IS IN DANGER. | MUST LET HIM IN. TEACHER SAYS: “THOSE BIG BAD SHEEP 
ARE EATING THE POOR LITTLE WOLVES.” 
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THE ULTIMATE PREDATOR 


(Contd. from prev. page) — 


a bee, for instance, is much different from 
ours. She (for the worker bee is a sterile 
female) is sensitive to the ultra-violet 


radiation put out by the flowers, and thus she- 


sees blossoms in a completely different way 
than we do. Since bees and flowers have a lot 
of mutually beneficial commerce between 
them, it might even be said that a bee sees a 


more real flower than we do! Again, we all 


recognise how acute is a dog’s sense of smell. 
He reads messages where we could get 
nothing. In the case of each species, then, the 
universe appears differently. 

All predators, however, share a similar 
umwelt that has some distinctive differences 
from the umwelt of the average prey. When 
we think of the hawk, eagle, osprey, owl, 
wolf, shark and snake, we can see that these 
creatures are variously keen of sight, scent 
and hearing, and also that they have the 
ability to concentrate attention for long 
periods of time in order to detect their prey. 
They are exceptionally good at estimating 
movement and action into the future, so that 
they can catch their prey once it has been 
discovered. The world of the predator, then, 
is one of stealthy patience, probabilities, 
maneouvres, speed and strength, all put 
together so that the specific prey hunted will 
be disadavantaged and finally captured. 
However, trickery is by far the most import- 
ant and most-used tactic in the predator’s 
repertoire of motives. 


INTELLIGENCE 


It has been said by some that any predator 
is more intelligent than his prey, more apt at 
problem-solving. The suggestion is clear: 
The predator is superior to the prey. Super- 
ficially this may seem to be true; but actually 
it is the prey who is probably more in tune 
with a universal music. The umwelt of the 
prey is certainly vastly different from that of 
the predator. He may have sensory organs as 
keen as those of the predator but he structures 
his universe in an entirely different way. 
Since his livelihood does not require the 
hunting and killing instinct, he is relieved of 
the awful pressure continually to concentrate 
his attention on another living creature, on the 
chase. Usually the food of the prey animal is 
abundant, consisting of leaves, grass, buds, 
bark, etc. His living comes from the plants 
which transform the sun’s energy into useable 
food. Thus the prey animal is in a more 
sincere relationship with his total environ- 
ment, being free of the omnipresent gut- 
urgency which relentlessly pushes the 
predator onward. 

Predation in the natural world of plants, 
insects, fish, birds and higher animals is 
fascinating and complex; yet it becomes quite 
elementary when compared to predation in 
the affairs of men, where decisions and 
courses of action are governed by free-wheel- 
ing ideas. Doubtless each reader can recall 
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some occasion which he would consider a 
perfect example of the predation of humans 
upon humans. And doubtless these examples, 
taken together, would name so many different 
groups that it would appear that everyone was 
the predator and no-one the prey. But from 
the example of nature we know that this 
cannot be the case. The true predators are 
always few compared with the many who are 
the prey. In order to investigate this problem 
at length, and viewing the universe from the 
standpoint of the prey, we propose to draw a 
composite picture of no particular predator of 
mankind; but rather — borrowing the idea 
from Plato — to create a composite 
theoretical ‘Ultimate Predator’, the timber 
wolves amongst men, so to speak. In so 
doing, we are free to discuss all ideas and 
possibilities without in the slightest arousing 
the passions and prejudices of any present 
group. Once having achieved this composite 
picture, we might then be better able to 
defend ourselves against predation in general. 


THE MORAL ASPECT 


The morality of this defence, incidentally, 
is quite clear, if morals can be said to exist at 
all in the natural world of the eater and the 
eaten. The predator group of human form, 
spurred on by an undending hunger for power 
and control, a hunger as elemental in its 
psychological process as is the hunger for 
food to the lion or the tiger, must have 
developed superior insight into many ways by 
which other humans could ‘be trapped and 
their lives utilised. The Ultimate Predator, 
by definition, would not hesitate to use any 
means whatsoever to confuse, degrade, 
weaken and finally entrap his human prey. 
In our theoretical study, the prey people, 
being under this total assault by the 
Ultimate Predator, would have not only an 
absolute moral right to use any means to 
defend itself, its institutions and children, 
but would also have the most pressing 
imperative of physical and spiritual 
survival to do so. Any less defence would be 
traitorous to its own kind. Thus the prey 
human group, once attacked by the 
Ultimate Predator, would be perfectly free 
morally to escape by flight or evasion 
(speaking both physically and financially) 
or to turn on its attacker and do to him 
whatever — and as much — harm 
possible, or to drive him from the territory 
he has invaded. What is more, every 
predator privately recognises this right of 
the prey, even though each would deny it 
publicly with all possible vehemence. 

This natural morality is not of man’s 
invention. No policeman on the beat can 
order the rabbit not to flee from the fox; no 
sheriff can prevent the musk-ox from forming 
a protective circle against a band of wolves; 
no judge can issue an injunction preventing a 


band of baboons from ganging up on an. 


intruding tiger. Rather this morality is a 
natural function that is apparent from even the 
most superficial examination of the natural 
history of life from its very beginnings on this 


planet. Thus it is a natural moral law, a 
universal law. It is not subject to review by. 
any court or human body which might, 
incidentally, be dominated by the very 
predator who would pretend then to judge 
the situation objectively. 


RECOGNISING THE 
PREDATOR 


How shall we draw our composite picture 
of the Ultimate Predator of mankind? What 
factors shall we consider as important, 
suitable and known beyond dispute? First, we 
have to recognise that a predator comes in 
many widely different forms such as sharks, 
owls, tigers, snakes, weasels, scorpions, etc. 
Rather, a predator is identified by how he 
behaves, how he lives, where he lives, and in 
the case of man and civilisations by the 
accumulated history of the group, since only 
man among all the life forms has accumulated 
written records about his activities. 

One of the most obvious factors of the 
predator-prey relationship is the habitat of the 
predator. To prey on a group, the predator 
must live among his prey. The greater the 
concentration of the prey, the greater are the 
opportunities for predation. Wolves follow 
caribou. Lions have a fixed territory, but they 
eat much better when the zebra are present. 
Predator fish follow schools. of prey fish. 
Thus applying this observation, our 
theoretical Ultimate Predator will have a solid 
history of flocking to centres of population 
and will not be found in any significant 
numbers in rural areas and in farm occupat- 
ions. 

If we were to push to the ultimate this 
necessity of the predator to be amongst his 
prey, we would arrive at the case where the 
predator had succeeded in taking over a 
territory or country. What would such a scene 
look like? First, it must be noted that it would 
only take a small percentage, perhaps 5 per- 
cent, of highly motivated, intelligent and 
active predators to take over a group or 
country. The big requirement would be that 
they work together in a conspiratorial manner 
and that they purposely maintain a very low 
profile as a group. In a country thus captured 
by predators we would also expect to see great 
favouritism displayed by the government for 
the cities and city populations, while the 
conditions for the small farmer would be 
made difficult if not ruinous. Since a captured 
country, nevertheless, would have to eat, we 
could theorise that there would be, instead of 
family farms, huge agro-business complexes 
which were highly mechanised and efficient 
but which were in no way a reservoir of 
decency, morality and strength for the nation, 
qualities historically provided by farm 
families and hardly desirable from the stand- 
point of the ruling predator class. Thus the 
vast majority of the population of a captured 
country would be contained in huge cities 
composed of contesting minorities and ardent 
political factions. Under these conditions of 
stress and confusion, the Ultimate Predator 
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would certainly find his richest opportunities 
for predation, financial and otherwise. 


ATTACK ON THE MIND 


We can also logically theorise that the 
Ultimate Predator group would have 
recognised early in the rise of civilisation that 
man’s strength, namely his mind, was also his 
chief point of vulnerability. The ‘Wolf 
Group’ of mankind certainly would have 
reasoned that if it could attack successfully 
the ideas of the prey group which gave them 
solidarity they could then be taken one by one 
or in small groups.. The Ultimate Predator 
would also have concluded very early in the 
game that if he could take a place in the 
financial and legal apparatus of a prey society 
he could then, with his perfect and secret 
organisation, quickly alter things to his 
advantage. Thus the fields of law and finance 
would have to contain a disproportionate 
number of the predator group, and in them he 
would have developed subtle skills to 
confound, exhaust deceive, divert and finally 
subjugate his prey. Thus we can say that the 
Ultimate Predator group would have to be 
extremely active in the political, financial, 
commercial and communications affairs of 
the prey group in a captured country. Unfort- 
unately, all of these above characteristics are 
still too broad to be applied with certitude to 
any present human group. Therefore, let us 
fill in more completely with a logical theoret- 
ical development of our Ultimate Predator 
mock-up. | 

The tendency towards predation is well 
established in the biological sciences as being 
to a greater or lesser extent instinctual. A 
kitten reared away from its mother and other 


cats will nevertheless display at an early age 
the desire to hunt, to catch insects, etc. This 
same proclivity to hunt is displayed by the 
young of other principal predators, partic- 
ularly the more primitive species. On the 
other hand, predation by more recent species 
seems to be more an acquired attribute 
learned in a carefully guarded and semi-secret 
culture. However, all of our well known 
mammalian predators have long and well- 
defined lineages which can be traced by 
millions of years. Predators among lower 
forms of life are even more ancient. Primitive 
snakes appeared in the Cretaceous Period of 
the Mesozoic Era, 130 million years ago. The 
form of the modern shark was also fixed in 
this ancient time. By the beginning of the 
Tertiary Period about 70 million years ago, 
the organisation of the birds essentially had 
reached the modern level we know, and the 
places of the hawks, eagles, etc., were filled. 
The big cats, family Felidae, arose in the 
latter part of the Eocine Epoch, 50 million 
years ago, while the family Canidae, which 
gives us the wolves, arose in the beginning of 
the Oligocene Epoch, 30 million years ago. It 


can be seen, then, that the higher the form of . 


life the later it evolved as a presently surviv- 
ing predator group. 


HUMAN PREDATORS’ 
RULE-BOOK 


Pre-man has been traced back as far as 50 
million years, which, as we can see, is only a 
small fraction of the antiquity of the predators 
mentioned above. Thus our Ultimate Predator 
human group would certainly have had to 
have been on the job from the earliest stirrings 


of recorded history. It is also clear that, with a 
relatively short period of predation as 
compared to the classical predators, our 
human predatory group would be much more 
dependent upon a transmittable culture of 
predation than it would be upon a true 
instinct for the chase and the kill. This single 
point gives us quite a bit: Our theoretical 
predator of men would have to have an- 
elaborate set of rules and tests as to who 
belonged to his band, since he could ill-afford 
traitors revealing his secrets to the prey; he 
would have to maintain not only his own 
private schools and meeting places in his host 
countries but also his own SEMM 
GEE strange to all other 
people, in which he published his own 
journals, etc.; and, knowing why he himself 
did these things, he would, as much as 
possible, prevent the prey people from 
maintaining similarly closed groups. Thus we | 
can say logically that an Ultimate Predator 
human group would have to characterse itself 
by being aloof, clannish and endogamous by 
custom and tribal law, that is, tending to 
marry only within its own group in order to 
maintain the predator culture. This strong 
tendency toward endogamy suggests another- 
interesting possibility: The Ultimate Predator 
group would have, through this continual 
inbreeding, finally become subject to its own 
particular genetic defects not present in the 
prey groups. It would also be the interest of 
the Ultimate Predator to encourage fairly 
observant prey groups to intermarry with 
groups of much less perception, while never- » 
theless maintaining the eagle-eyed clarity of 
his own predator brood. 


To be continued next month 


ASPECTS OF CHILD ABUSE 


PETER FOWLER looks beyond the Cleveland case to the 
wider ramifications of the assault on Britain's young 


THE PERMISSIVE-cum-multi-racial 
cesspit regularly disgorges into the public 
conscience some especially foul excretion, 
which, by misdirecting popular reaction, 
an alien-controlled media filters of all real 
significance. The Cleveland child abuse 
affair provides a good example. 

The love of parents for their children is a 
basic human emotion linked with the instincts 
of self- and species preservation. What better 
way to destroy these vital presumptions of the 
natural order than by smearing them with the 
taint of perversion? A declared aim of 
Marxism is to eradicate traditional morality 
by every available means, and above all to 
eradicate the family as a fundamental social 
institution. For years past, the marxist ‘old 
boy networks’ have secured appointments in 
high places for left-wing radicals, as a result 
of which these elements have infiltrated the 
Home Office and training centres for social 


workers, teachers and probabtion officers. 
The products of this take-over are now 
performing the tasks they were primed to do. 


„So we find Valerie Howarth, Director of 


Childline (and former Director of Brent 
Social Services) describing herself as ‘‘not 
very conventional about what constitutes a 
family’ and adding: “‘It’s whatever unit 
works’’ — a typical marxist abstraction 
which overrides ordinary human values. We 
have, too, Mrs. Sue Richardson, the social 
worker at the centre of the Cleveland scandal, 
expounding the pernicious fable that 30 per- 
cent of children are abused in the home. 
These people know what they are about, yet 
the superficial publicity about Cleveland 
adroitly by-passes the underlying realities; 
and the way is left clear for one more 
malignant form of subversion to fester 
unopposed. When natural expressions of 
parental affection become soiled with guilt, 


and family life is shadowed by fears of the 
social busybody, the doctor and the police- 
man, we are face-to-face with something 
exceptionally ill-omened. 


WARPING OF THE YOUNG 


But Cleveland, important as it is, dimin- 
ishes and obscures a nationwide and lethal 
type of child abuse practised systematically 
for decades: the warping and stultifying of the 
young, not in their homes but in their schools. 

Among many unfounded boasts, Mrs. 
Thatcher frequently refers to alleged 
‘progress’ in education. She also pretends a 
deep concern for the young, and in a mawkish 
New Year message from the steps of 10 
Downing Street she exclaimed: ‘‘They are 
crying out for a set of rules and standards by 
which to live.’’ How true! Decent folk every- 
where would agree wholeheartedly. But what 

Contd. overleaf 
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ASPECTS OF CHILD ABUSE 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


‘rules and standards’ does our maternal Tory 
government actually provide? 
_ Veritably every school pupil in the country 
aged 14 to 16 is to see a 25-minute video on 
AIDS. It illustrates, among other things, how 
to put on and take off a condom, according to 
Family and Youth Concern ‘‘opening 
children’s minds to concepts that might never 
have occurred to them, and abusing true 
sexuality.” The Education Secretary Mr. 
Baker makes no apologies for this explicit 
muck, nor does he appear to see any harm in 
the current move to instal contraceptive 
dispensers in schools and youth clubs. 

And the rot by no means ends there, of 
course. - 

In the same New year spiel to the press, 
Mrs. Thatcher said: ‘‘There should be pride, 
not only in the countryside, but in property, 
the cleanliness of streets and towns.” 
= Terribly wrapped up these liberal-democrats 
are in the environment, in the preservation of 
the Green Belt, Salisbury Cathedral, ‘‘streets 
and towns’’ and goodness knows what else. 
But they seem never concerned with the 
_ preservation of our people! No word from 
Mrs. Thatcher, therefore, of the crying need 
for pride in nationhood. Such a sentiment 
would cancel out her commitment to multi- 
racialism — and the votes that go with it! 


We are reprinting here a letter which 
recently arrived at our office, purporting to 
come from a supporter of the National Front 
(Gaddafi faction, not Flag faction). At first we 
thought the letter might be a hoax, written by 
an opponent of the Front in order lampoon it, 
and we were therefore hesitant to publish it. 
Later we were shown a letter sent to the 
Norwich Organiser of the BNP, Richard 
Heaton, in reply to a letter that he had sent to 
some NF branches. The handwriting 
indicated that the letter sent to Mr. Heaton 
had obviously been written by the same 
person. We reprint the letter exactly as it is, 
and with no corrections to spelling, etc. 


Dear Fuhrer Tinpot, 


We usually write this hate letters to the 
reactionary scum of the NFSG but weve been 
reading your stupid Spearhead and BN so 
now | write to you too! 

Its hard to beleive that you were once in the 
Same party as us you tory hitler cultist 
barstard. All you go on about is race, race, 
race and ‘leadership’ i.e. fuhrership. Who 
cares if they called tottenham an uprising it 
was anyway. We must support everyone 
who rises against the thatcher state as such 
the blacks are our allys. You and the 
scumbag NFSG went on and on about the 
barstard PC Blakelock were glad hes dead he 
was an agent of the thatcher state and a 
reactionary barstard. 

We also support the Moslems in Dewsbury 
have you seen NF News recently. You rant 
on about coloured people as if there inferior 
what about libya and iran there coloured and 
they have PEOPLE’S POWER! Your just a 
nazi crank with few members and even less 
hairs on your head. So youve got Kevin 
Wilshaw well your welcome to him another 

. racist bigot. Don’t prattle on any more about 
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NEED FOR NATIONAL PRIDE 


Pride in nationhood alone can halt the slide 
into further decadence and eventual extinct- 
ion: pride in the classic qualities of our 
people; pride in the self; pride which urges the 
young to be worthy of the past and to emulate 
the achievements of our forefathers. 

Yet our children are being cut off from their 
own heritage, a massive proportion of which 
has already been discarded in order to 
eliminate ‘racism’, ‘sexism’ and ‘elitism’. A 
recent survey, conducted for the publishers 
Marshall Cavendish, found that 87 per-cent 
of a sample of 200 boys and girls aged 
between 8 and 14 knew nothing of the 
Spanish Armada. Some children imagined Sir 
Francis Drake to be a famous cricketer. 
Others believed the year 1066 was the date of 
the Battle of Waterloo! 

Have no illusions, though degenerates are 
widely dispersed in contemporary society, 
the deadliest pervert of them all — the sub- 
standard and subversive teacher — is busy 
wreaking havoc in the classroom, forcing on 
our children racial, social and moral attitudes 
malevolently alien to British traditions. It is in 
the classroom that the future of this country is 
being sabotaged, the white Briton derided, 
filth promoted as ‘normal’, so-called ‘pop’ 
culture foisted on them in place of our own 
indigenous humanities, and the future 
components of the communal sewer being 
shaped. 
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LETTER FROM 
THE FRONT 


nationalist unity because we don’t have any- 
thing in common with you at all. Were forming 
links with biack militants but your too much of 
a Stupid nazi to understand that. Youll prob- 
ably go on about Enniskillen too but we wont 
because we understand the armed struggle 
in Ireland. It was an action against the 
thatcher state so we wont condemn it. 

You moan because and 
GERNE stabbed you in the back well we 
could have told you theyd do that. There both 
theifs and crooks so they used you for money. 
Your all reactionarys together but your all 
power mad so thats why you wont join up. 
Wingfield used to criticise our anti police 
speeches so he must be a tory. 

How olds he must be in his 
sixtys. We wouldnt have an old codger like 
that in our leadership we all youthful revolut- 
ionarys. We believe in Peoples Democracy 
and the Jamahiriya Society for Britain. You 
seems to want a nazi dictatorship with a 
strong state we want to abolish all authority. If 
you ever got close to success we’d wipe you 
out with gun because youd be an even more 
right wing government than thatcher state. 
No Democracy Without Popular Congresses! 
Representation is a Falsification of Democ- 
racy! No Representation in Loo of the 
People! 

Were glad your march was banned in York 
it was anti-semitic and racist. We have send 
copies of Holocaust News to DPP to try to get 
your henchman slung in prison. Only when 
we bury our racist image will we become 


FUTURE BEING SABOTAGED 
At this tender age, Britain’s youngsters are 
being exposed to marxist indoctrination in 
the classroom 


acceptable to the good elements of the left. 
These are the people we want to recruit not 
tory scumfeet. 

Hows Mike Harris from Wirral another silly 
reactionary we were well rid of. He would 
have had no place in a revolutionary cardre 
movement thats why he was with the NFSG. 
Hes into union jacks with everything were 
doing away with that reactionary flag and 
replacing it with the celtic cross. We scrap- 
ping red white and blue and replacing it with 
green the peoples colour. Long live the green 
march! 

Ive written on this book because it is react- 
ionary like the old NF. This is the sort of junk 
we were putting out before the revolutionarys 
took over. Remember ‘We are the Coming 
Storm’ what a nazi type speech. We might be 
smaller than you but we have got the young 
idealists youve got the old fogies. None of you 
people even beleive in abolishing the 
monarchy even though these people are 
robbing the british worker. 

Anyway just a few words to let you know 
why we hate you so much. When were in 
power well throw you all to the blacks so they 
can get there well-deserved revenge. 


Up yours 
THE REVOLUTIONARYS 


Should anyone doubt the authenticity of 
this letter, they are welcome to inspect it at 
our office. It should be borne in mind that - 
whoever wrote it is someone sufficently 
highly placed in one of the NF branches to 
have access to correspondence sent to that 
branch’s official public box number. 

Two sections of the text of this letter have 
been blacked out, in one case in order to 
avoid libel and in the other to avoid public 
discourtesy to one of the BNP’s senior 
supporters. 
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WHO ARE THE REAL 


WAR CRIMINALS? 


COLIN JORDAN looks at the facts behind the present 


witch-hunt (Part 1) 


So-called ‘war crimes’, whether of the 
factual or fictional variety, should belong 
to the past and not influence our politics 
today. Those who oppose the cause of 
nationalism, however, will not allow the 
past to be buried but insist constantly on 
raking it up. We therefore have to face the 
past and argue what actually did happen 
and what did not happen. The following 
contribution to this argument was first 
printed in GOTHIC RIPPLES, 
Thorgarth, Greenhow Hill, Harrogate, N. 


Yorks. HG3 5JQ, to whom we give 
acknowledgements. 
A CAMPAIGN has been mounted in 


Britain and across the world calling for 
anti-communist refugees said to have 


committed ‘war crimes’ to be put on trial © 


where they are, or handed over to 
communist countries or to Israel for 
punishment. The purpose of the timing of 
this is to refuel the legend of the 
‘holocaust’, the myth of 6 million Jews 
exterminated by the Nazis, which is World 
Jewry’s most powerful propaganda 
weapon but which is increasingly being 
damaged by doubt, if not denial. 

Central to the campaign.is the Wiesenthal 
Center in the USA, its figurehead being the 
top ‘Nazi hunter’, Simon Wiesenthal. Two of 
its functionaries, Efraim Zuroff and Rabbi 
Marvin Hier, have recently formed part of a 
delegation visiting Britain’s Home Secretary 
Douglas Hurd to try to persuade him to 
institute proceedings against these alleged 
‘war criminals’. The Center makes big use of 
material obtained from the Soviet Union and 
other communist sources, and The Sunday 
Express of July 26th 1987 said that: ‘‘Home 
Secretary Hurd is studying evidence supplied 
by the KGB...” Similarly 
communist ‘evidence’ is the Center’s 
accomplice, the US Justice department’s 
Office of Special Investigations, set up to 
hunt down or hand over to the reds or Israelis 
anti-communists who are now old men, half a 
century after their alleged wrongdoings. The 
head of the OSI, the Jew Neil Sher, was in 
London last November to add his voice to the 
agitation to Home Secretary Hurd. 
= Clamorous in this campaign is the Search- 
light magazine of Jew Gerry Gable, who 
entered journalism as a communist, working 
for the Daily Worker (now the Morning 
Star), and who remains’ demonstrably a 
communist today. He has just been to Russia 
for ‘evidence’ against certain British 
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. MR. HURD GETS HIS ORDERS be E, 
The Home Secretary is visited by Efraim Zuroff (left) and Rabbi Marvin Hier (centre) 
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residents accused of ‘war crimes’, and, on his 
Own admission, relies on such bodies as the 
Novosti Press Agency, a department of the 
most criminal regime in history. Gable still 
contrives to get Britain’s media regularly to 
take up the ‘anti-fascist’ defamation material 
he sends it, despite his clear communist 
connections, and despite also his equally 
clear criminal connections by way of his 
alignment with the late Soho gangster, 
pervert and pimp, Harry Bidney, who 
organised a terror gang of fellow Jews in the 
1960s to threaten, assault and rob those whom 
Searchlight spotlighted as enemies. 

Aligned now with Gable is the All-Party 
Parliamentary War Crimes Group (Secretary 
Philip: Rubenstein, Chairman Merlyn Rees 
MP and top agitator the Jewish MP Greville 
Janner). 

Under all this pressure, Home Secretary 
Hurd has been brought to the point of stating 
that he has decided to take action on the 
allegations against the targeted refugees. 
Gothic Ripples has thrice written to Hurd 
asking that his consideration of ‘war crimes’ 
be not confined merely to allegations against 
those dubbed ‘Nazi’, but that they should also 
encompass those agdinst Jews and other 
personnel of the Allied powers in World War 
II and after. The stunning silence with which 
our gendarme supreme has met our inconven- 
ient suggestion brings us to address to him 
and all otheis of his ilk this article of indict- 
ment. 

Gothic Ripples condemns all genuine 
atrocities, by whomever committed. It no less 


condemns all those who concoct and market 
atrocity strories to generate hatred against 
Hitler’s Germany, and thereby to frighten off, 
by reflex, all criticism of Jews; and no less 
condemns those such as Douglas Hurd, 
whose contorted humanitarianism ignores 
what Jews and their collaborators do against 
those the Jews regard as enemies. This 
condemnation necessarily includes such as 
the muck-mongering Sun newspaper, owned 
by the half-Jewish Rupert Murdoch, which 
has stated that, if there are legal obstacles to 
the persecution of the anti-communist 
refugees, ‘‘the government should give a nod 
and a wink to Israel to do another Eichmann, 
send over one of their brilliant snatch squads 
and whisk these monsters back to Jerusalem 
for trial. Then hang them from the highest 
gallows.”’ 


THE ONES WHO 
GOT AWAY WITH IT 


War criminals are not only those who 
commit atrocities during a war. No less are 
they those who work to bring about the 
atrocity of war itself by generating the prelim- 
inary and necessary public hostility. 

The Daily Express in its headline of 
March 20th 1933 shows a war of a kind being 
launched as soon as Hitler came to power, and 
before he had had the chance to institute any 
anti-Jewish measures. That very day, 
throughout London, Jewish placards prolif- 
erated, proclaiming: ‘‘Boycott German 
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goods!’’ Three days later, audiences through- 
out the USA heard the Jewish call for 
economic war against the new Germany. 
Jewish leader Samuel Untermeyer, on radio 
later the same year, blessed the boycott as ‘the 
holy war’. Another Jewish leader Nahum 
Goldmann called for ‘‘a well-planned war 
against Nazi Germany.’’ Another, Vladimir 
Jabotinsky, wrote in January of the same 
year: ‘‘We shall let loose a spiritual and 
material war of the whole world against 
Germany.”’ 

Unfortunately, something more lethal than 
a war of goods and words resulted as a natural 
progression, and when it did Neville 
Chamberlain, the British prime minister at the 
outset of the military culmination, told the US 
Ambassador in London, Joseph Kennedy 
(according to The Forrestal Diaries) that 
‘‘America and the world Jews had forced 
England into war.’’ 

Jews were, however, certainly not the only 
war criminals in this respect, and — Mr. 
Home Secretary Hurd — we charge as these 
all those, of whatever race, who, throughout 
the six years it took to bring about World War 
II to destroy National Socialist Germany, 
worked for this in whatever way. 

The German invasion of Poland was made 
the immediate pretext for World War II 
through Britain’s issue of an unconditional 
guarantee to that country to encourage her to 
reject rightful requests by Germany for the 
return of former German land. Germany 
herself was no more solely responsible for the 
outbreak of war in 1939 than she was in 1914. 
Those leaders of the western democracies 
who, behind a mask of mendacity, schemed 
to ensnare Germany in catastrophic conflict 
are at least fully as much to be charged with 
the counts of- preparations for a war of 
- aggression, and crimes against peace, as were 
German leaders in the indictment of them at 
the Nuremberg ‘Trial’ of 1946. 

World War II atrocities in fact began with 
the Poles murdering 7,000 German civilians 
in Poland in the very first days of the war. 
(Nicholas Bethell, in The War Hitler Won, 
p.84). 


BRITAIN’S PLAN TO 
INVADE NORWAY 


Britain’s violation of Norwegian neutrality 
was another unpunished offence of the same 
nature as those for which Britain and her allies 
hanged or imprisoned for life German leaders 
after the war. Vital iron ore was mined in the 
north of neutral Sweden, transported by rail to 
the Norwegian port of Narvik, and thence 
shipped through Norway’s neutral coastal 
waters to Germany. Britain had sought to 
seize the iron mines by appearing to send 
troops to help Finland in her war with Russia 
in 1939/40, but the Royal Navy, then 
commanded by Britain’s No. | warmonger 
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Winston Churchill as First Lord of the 
Admirality, violated Norway’s neutrality by 
laying a minefield in her coastal waters to 
interfere with the iron ore shipments. This 
veritable act of war was to have been followed 
the very next day by an Allied invasion and 
occupation of. the Norwegian mainland, but 
this was anticipated by Germany, who landed 
troops in Norway just hours ahead. (Nicholas 
Harman in Dunkirk: the Necessary Myth, 
p.35). 

One month later, in May 1940, the Belgian 
authorities arrested leading Flemish nation- 
alists. One group was sent south ahead of the 
German advance, and when it reached 
Abbeville in France the French police lined 
up 22 members of the group in a park — 
including Joris van Severen, the leader of 
Dinaso — and massacred them. 

War crimes by British troops on the 
Continent prior to and during the Dunkirk 
evacuation are recorded by Mr. Harman in the 
previously named book. According to 
Harman, ‘‘looting was common,” and 
‘stealing from civilians soon became official 
policy.”’ (p.85). And “‘British fighting units 
had orders to take no prisoners except when 
specifically ordered to take in captive 
Germans for interrogation.’’ (p.88). On the 
21st May 1940, some 400 men of the SS 
Totenkopf Division were massacred after 
surrender by men of the Durham Light 
Infantry (p.98). 


SOVIET CRIMES GALORE 


War crimes by Soviet Russia, vastly 
exceeding anything and everything held 
against‘'Germany, were tacitly condoned by 
Britain when she enthusiastically formed a 
war alliance with the USSR in 1941, and 
these crimes were monstrously ignored when, 
at the end of the war, Britain sat with the 
USSR in judgement on Germans and 
sentenced them to death or long imprison- 
ment for far lesser offences than had been 
committed under Stalin’s rule. This century’s 
supreme tyrant, Stalin had waged a veritable 
war of atrocities against all those he 
considered stood in his way. During his 
campaign to liquidate Russia’s kulaks, 7 
million of these were estimated either to have 
been shot or to have starved or died of disease 
in the frozen North (Robert Conquest in The 
Harvest of Sorrow). The mass starvation 
Stalin later brought about in the Ukraine in 
1932/33 in order to destroy the independent 
peasantry there killed a total of between 3 
million and 7 million, according to Nikolai 
Tolstoy in Stalin’s Secret War. In this book 
Tolstoy demonstrated that most of the 20 
million citizens Stalin came later to claim 
were killed by the Axis were in fact his own 
victims in one respect or another. Again in the 
Ukraine — and as a later preparation for an 
attack on Germany which the Germans in 
1941 only shortly forestalled — Stalin 
ordered a mass-extermination of ‘‘enemies of 
the people” by his secret police, then the 
NK VD. Something of the results were seen at 
Vinnitsa in 1943, when during May to 
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‘BOMBER’ HARRIS 
Directed massacre of Dresden on orders 
from Churchill. Neither was ever charged 
with war crimes 


October and before neutral observers 9,432 
corpses were exhumed by the Germans. | 

Then at Katyn, west of Smolensk, in the 
same year the Germans, again before neutral 
observers, opened a mass grave containing. 
the murdered bodies of 4,443 of the 15,000 
Polish soldiers, a majority of whom were 
officers, who as prisoners of the Russians had 
disappeared in 1940. | 

German concentration camps we hear 
about endlessly, and have done ever since 
1933; and numerous Germans have been 
punished, rightly or wrongly, for their 
involvement in these camps. Wrongly, we 
may say — if for no other reason than that the 
judging British were in fact the first to use 
such institutions, and that their judging 
Russian allies have had far more of them than 
anyone else. Concerning the former, during 
the unjustified war waged against the Boers in 
South Africa at the beginning of this century, 
the British raided the farms of the Boer 
soldiers, burned their houses and put their 
women and children into camps where 
26,370 of them were taken away by starvation 
and disease. Concerning the latter, 
Alexander Solzhenitsyn, in The Gulag 
Archipelego, says that at one time or another . 
a total of 20 million have been put into Soviet 
concentration camps. The many more 
millions incarcerated and killed by the 
communists make the Jewish claim of 6 
million of their own dead, even if true, minor 
in comparison; yet, while we never cease 
hearing daily of this Jewish ‘holocaust’, we 
hardly ever hear a word regarding the infin- 
itely greater holocaust of the victims of 
communism. 

Stalin also, again with great brutality, 
deported for distant resettlement elsewhere in 
his slave empire before the outbreak of the 
war with Germany great numbers of people 
he regarded as ‘class enemies’, including 1-2 
million Polish civilians, following his 
invasion of Poland in 1939, and people from 
the Baltic states and Bessarabia, which he 
annexed in 1940. On the outbreak of war with 
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Germany he deported whole nationalities he 
considered unreliable, including the Crimean 
Tartars and the Volga Germans. 


CHURCHILL: THE RECORD 


Winston Churchill, ardent ally of Stalin, 
was himself one of the West’s top war 
criminals, along with Franklin D. Roosevelt 
(Rosenfelt). 

Billed as a British bulldog, Churchill was 
half-American by his mother Jenny Jerome, 
who in turn was credited with a redskin great 
grandmother. Churchill displayed a streak of 
savagery of which a drunken Apache could 
have been proud — and he would have failed 
a breathaliser test any day of the war he 
wended his way through with the aid of 
whisky galore. 

For Churchill the war was a godsend — he 
had for so long worked for it as a rescue to him 
from the sidelines of politics; and it enabled 
him to gratify his consuming lust to play the 
great warlord at the front of the stage of 
history. In the 1930s he had hitched his star to 
the Jewish cause in the conflict with 
Germany, receiving money for his anti- 
German campaign from the Jewish financier 
Henry Strakosch. Strakosch also stepped in 
when in 1938 his protege lost £18,000 on the 
stock exchange, assuming all the liability for 
a debt which otherwise would have crushed 
Churchill. Again in 1944, Strakosch gave 
Churchill another £20,000, worth today well 
over £200,000 (Sunday Telegraph of 29th 
August 1986, quoting a volume of the official 
biography of Churchill by Martin Gilbert, 
married to the great grand-daughter of the Jew 
Michael Marks, co-founder of the giant chain 
store firm Marks & Spencer). David Irving, 
in a Canadian lecture (31st March 1986), 
disclosed that Churchill was also financed by 
the Czech government and by a fund organ- 
ised by Britain’s Jewish Board of Deputies. 

In 1940 it was the curse of Britain — in the 
guise of salvation — to have at hand to take 


the helm this monstrous charlatan uniquely . 


capable of summoning forth the utmost of 
patriotic endeavour in the unwitting service of 
the very negation of Britain’s national 
interests. 

In mid-1940, when the exigency of war 
provided warmonger Churchill with his 
Opportunity to come to the fore as warlord, 
Hitler was offering most generous terms of 
peace to Britain (Reichstag speech of July 
19th 1940), with whom he had long and 
passionately sought friendship as a pivot of 
his foreign policy. So far, on Hitler’s personal 


order, not a single German bomb had been | 


dropped on a single British town. Apart from 
this, there had only been slight fighting 
between the two countries. Much of Britain, 
including some -of Churchill’s own 
colleagues, then inclined in favour of peace. 


According to biographer Gilbert (broadcast- 


ing on June 28th 1983), Britain would 
probably then have made peace — but for 
Churchill. 


But all this peace talk was vAilatheniaa to the 


new prime minister, threatening as it did his 


relegation to the rear. Something had to be 
done about it, and that something was to bring 
about an intensification of hostilities so as to 
oust the peace spirit and to replace it with the 
will to war to the bitter end. The answer, as 
Churchill saw it, lay in bombing. This he 
confided to US Ambassador Kennedy, telling 
him (according to historian David Irving in 
his Canadian lecture): ‘‘I want the Germans to 
start bombing London as early as possible 
because this will bring the Americans into the 
war...and above all it will put an end to this 
awkward and inconvenient peace movement 
that’s afoot in my own Cabinet and among the 
British population.’’ What he did not confide 
to Kennedy was that he intended shortly to 
provoke that bombing of London. 


PRETEXT FOR BOMBING 


Churchill, even then, knew the German 
military plans in advance, including all of 
Goering’s operational plans for the Luftwaffe 
even down to the detailed orders for the next 
day’s raids. This was because of Britain’s 
development of the code-cracking Ultra 
machine, based on Germany’s Enigma 
machine, one of which had been stolen and 
smuggled to Britain shortly after war broke 
out and its secrets unravelled (F.W. 
Winterbotham, article in The Sunday 
Telegraph, 2\st July 1974; also Martin 


Gilbert in his book The Finest Hour). It was. 


thus that Churchill knew that the bombs 
which fell on the inner city of London, and on 
residential districts in north and east London, 
on August 24th 1940 had been dropped in 
error and against operational orders. None of 
the 200 German bombers flying over Britain 
on that day had London on its bombing 
schedule. About a dozen were directed to air 
factories and oil installations on the extreme 


perimeter of London, and it was these few 


aircraft which missed their target and were 
thus responsible. 

But Churchill was delighted at the pretext 
provided; and, puffed up with the synthetic 
emotion he could readily switch on, being the 
deceitful showman that he was, he lost no 
time in ordering the RAF to bomb Berlin the 
very next night — and for the first time — and 
again on August 28th and September 6th. It 
was not until after these three raids that Hitler 
responded with a raid on London on 
September 7th. There then followed the 
escalation of the air war, with all its 
bloodshed, on which Churchill had counted 
for the continuation of his policy. 

We thus, Mr. Hurd, charge your one-time 
premier and fellow Conservative with the 
major war crime of deliberately conspiring to 
cause the death and destruction of thousands 
of Londoners in the Blitz. It was the tragic 
irony of those times that Churchill’s very 
victims hailed this master criminal as their 
hero when he passed by their battered homes, 
cigar in mouth, fingers in a V-sign and brandy 
in his belly; and it is an explanation of the 
stricken condition of Britain today, as the 
direct outcome of Churchill’s war, that the 


bulk of her people have still not cast out this 
foul idol of their devastating delusion. 


CHURCHILL RESPONSIBLE FOR 
MASSACRE OF HALF A MILLION 
CIVILIANS 


From then on, war criminal Winston 
advanced to the point of being involved in the 


- deliberate mass murder of German civilians 


from the air. He had as his adviser a Dr. 
Lindemann, later made Viscount Cherwell, 
who recommended his master to endeavour to 
destroy German morale by the unrestricted 
saturation bombing of the residential areas of 
58 of the largest German cities. Churchill 
responded by causing the issue of an Air 
Ministry directive of February 14th 1942 to 
this effect, and the new head of Bomber 
Command, Air Chief Marshal Sir Arthur 
Harris, enthusiastically approved and 
implemented the plan, earning himself the 
title, even among his own staff, of ‘The 
Butcher’. The achievement, Mr. Hurd, of this 
bloodthirsty trio of Murder Incorporated was 
the massacre `of at least 500,000 German 
civilians in German cities, 41 of which 
suffered at least 50 per-cent destruction; and 
this, Mr. Hurd, was a greater war crime by far 
than anything held against those against 
whom you are now considering action. In fact 
it is acrime for which all three, and at least all 
their principal iaidieaihinning richly deserved 
to be hanged. 

In Berlin alone, at least 50,000 were 
crushed, torn apart or roasted alive in the 
‘British’ brand of holocaust. In Hamburg 
approximately 40,000 were exterminated in 
less than a fortnight in the successive RAF 
raids between the 24th July and the 3rd 
August 1943 (Martin Middlebrook in The 
Battle of Hamburg, p.232). Said one eye- 
witness: ‘‘The smallest children lay like fried 
eels on the pavement. Even in death, they 
showed signs of how they must have suffered 
— their hands and arms stretched out as if to 
protect themselves from that pitiless heat.’’ 
(p.236). 

The Jew Theodore N. Kaufman in his book 
Germany Must Perish, published in 1941, 
had advocated the sterilisation of the whole 
German Nation after ‘democratic’ victory, 
but as a measure of genocide Churchill’s 
solution was at least proving more 
immediate, and there was more to come. 
There was Dresden, and there were the plans 
for gas and germ warfare. 


DRESDEN: THE HOLOCAUST 
THAT BRITAIN AND AMERICA 
CREATED 


Hitler had declared Dresden, celebrated for 
its beauty, an open city. There was not a 
single factory there working on war supplies. 
There were no military installations or offices 
or military operations involving it. In early 
1945 the city was swollen with refugees and 
crowded with hospitals, and the war was’ 
obviously nearing its end..This did not, 
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WHO IS CONTROLLING 
‘PUBLIC OPINION’? 


NORMAN WHITE makes some observations on 
media manipulation, past and present 


THE MEDIA is an ubiquitous term that is 
on everyone’s lips and in print daily. It is a 


very potent phenomenon of modern times. 


It has long been said of Dr. Josef Goebbels 
that he was the first to realise the full 
potentialities of the mass media, using 
them ‘‘with an agility and a sophistication 
which exhorted a reluctant admiration 
even from its (National Socialist 
Germany’s) enemies and its victims.”’ 
(Hugh Trevor Roper). So Goebbels’ name 
has become, as it were, a talisman for 
exploitation of the mass media. 


**No-one,’’ said historian William Shirer, 
‘‘who lived in Germany in the Thirties...can 
ever forget the sickening decline of the 
cultural standards of a people who had such 
high ones for so long a time. This was inevit- 
able of course the moment the Nazi leaders 
decided that the arts, literature, the press, 
radio and films must serve exclusively the 
propaganda purposes of the new regime...”’ 
This view of Shirer’s is of course one that has 
been assiduously disseminated by our own 
media for nearly half a century. 

But it is a view that can quite easily be 
turned around and shown to apply to ‘liberal- 
democracy’, which has held sway in Britain 
for much longer and has brought degeneration 
in every field of the arts and human 
endeavour. Such is the indescribable force of 
the media. 

So what are the media? 

The word itself derives from ‘medium’ — 
an indeterminate agency, means, instrument 
or channel. Itself a Latin word meaning ‘the 
middle’, the plural of which, ‘media’, has 
been adapted to apply to the agencies or 
channels of communication, interpretation 
and education. The business of the media is 
the reporting of current affairs and the public- 
ising of cultural activities, religious matters 
and socio-political events — in short, the very 
stuff of human intercourse. 

By and large, the media of any system 
propagates the system’s standards, mores and 
ideology, and, just as in National Socialist 
Germany, the arts, literature, press, radio, 
films and television (the latter not available to 
Dr. Goebbels) are employed in this country to 
promote ‘democracy’ and its ‘liberal’ 
philosophy. : 

The media in the modern West are a multi- 
billion pound/dollar business, deploying vast 
resources in terms both of money and people, 
and are controlled in the main by mega- 
financiers with trans-national commercial 
interests. 
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Media enterprises include newspapers, 
both national and local, radio and television 
networks, publishing houses, the film and 
record industries, the theatre and the world of 
advertising. It could be argued that the arts 
can also be considered to be part of the media, 
and certainly when one appraises the exhibit- 
ions and festivals mounted by various 
pressure groups to portray themes they wish 
to convey to the public it can be readily 
accepted that paintings, sculpture, archit- 
ecture and musical compositions are conduits 
of expression of certain themes and ideas. 


FOURTH AND FIFTH ESTATES 


Two hundred years ago, Edmund Burke 
called the press the ‘Fourth Estate’, on 
account of the enormous influence that 
journalism, even then, exerted. If the Lords, 
the Clergy and the Commons are held to 
comprise the first three estates of the realm, as 
envisaged by Burke, could anyone dispute 
that Television is the Fifth Estate in the 
second half of the 20th century? Although 
constituting just one of the many media of 
communication, it is often referred to on its 
own today as being ‘the media’ because of its 
predominant universality and influence over 
people’s thoughts, customs and very 
language. 

Every day, the media provide grist for the 
mills — personal, corporate and political — 
from which ‘informed’ judgements are made, 
views on every subject formed and opinions 
instantly manufactured. The media contrive 
that facile feature of contemporary society, 
the distorting mirrors of ‘public opinion’ 
surveys, which they widely publicise as 
purporting to represent what everybody 
thinks about everything, from Abortion to 
‘Zimbabwe’. Indeed, the catch-phrase of the 
media could well be ‘‘It’s all done by 
mirrors.” 

It is a recognised fact that all living beings 
need information, sensory data, to survive. 
This is as true of insects and animals as it is of 
humans, ant colonies as of nations. But that 


information must be correct — in harmony 
with the real world around, in order that the 
facts and their proper interpretation 


contribute to a healthy tribal existence. 


“And the other side of this belated freedom — it 
is permitted to everyone to say what he pleases, 
but the press is free to take notice of what he 
says or not. It can condemn any ‘truth’ to death 
simply by not undertaking its communication to 
the world.” 

OSWALD SPENGLER 


Disinformation, misinformation, misrepres- 
entation, distortion and the suppression of 
information characterise the media today, 
however, as, more and more, the volume of 
data available to them grows to astronomical 
proportions. In addition, propaganda as a 
concomitant of the business of the media 
means that hearts and minds are easily 
moulded to accept whatever it is those who - 
wield the power of the media want accepted 
as the received opinion on any given topic, 
idea or interpretation of history. Douglas 
Reed wrote a decade ago:- 


‘The stream of ‘news’ which pours into the 
public mind through the newspapers comes from 
a few agencies, as if from half a dozen taps. Any 
hand that can contro these valves can control ‘the 
news’, and the reader may observe for himself the 
filtered form in which the news reaches him. As 
the editorial views, based on this supply of news, 
the transformation that has been brought about 
may be comprehended by referring to the 
impartially critical articles published in The 
Times...and thousands of other journals some 
twenty-five years ago. This could not happen 
today.” 


TACTICS OF CONFUSION 


Another consequence of the techniques of 
the media is the trivialising and confusing of 
issues which are set before the people every 
day. Thus writes Michael Hurry in Who 
Hold the Balance?:- | 


‘‘The public is fed thousands of snippets of 
information, some true, some false, some 
relevant, some irrelevant, some corroborative, 
some conflicting. No clear pattern emerges from 

the mosaic, and the average man shrugs his 

shoulders and gives up trying to understand the 

world situation. Politics becomes a thing apart, as 

do economics and foreign policy. He turns 

instead to sporting reports, the contemplation of 

photographed female anatomy, or the salacious 
details of some divorce case. Otherwise he reads 

an article...where the issues are ‘clear cut’ and 

easy to understand, and he can feel the righteous 

indignation expected of him.”’ 

In such a way is ‘public opinion’ shaped 
and formed by skilled reporters, journeymen 
and hack-writers working in the media, 
subservient to the interests of those who steer 
people’s views and attitudes in the direction 
they desire. ‘‘Not a man among you dares to 
utter his honest opinion,’’ declared a former 
editor of The New York Times at a dinner of 
the American Press Association. “‘It is the 
duty,’’ he said, “‘of a journalist to lie, revile, 
to toady at the feet of Mammon...We are 
marionettes... These men pull the strings and 
we dance...We are intellectual prostitutes.”’ 
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SIR: Regarding the claim of the NF to have 

captured the South Wales BNP, there is no 

member here who habours the merest inclin- 
ation to treason his BNP commitment. 

PETER FOWLER 

South Wales BNP Organiser, Cardiff 


SIR: I write to you concerning the recent 
shooting of the IRA scum in Gibraltar. Do 
you think the government have finally given 
permission to our security forces to kill IRA 
personnel, or were these SAS men just doing 
what all loyal British people would like to do? 
I believe it is the latter, as I cannot see this 
government giving such authorisation — 
because they’re scared stiff of offending the 
Irish Republic and other foreign countries. 
Finally, I would like, through your 
magazine, to thank the boys of the SAS for 
this deed. They certainly brightened up my 
day! 
ROBERT HARKINS 
Glasgow 


SIR: I see that that spokesman for the dubious 
Britons of Brent East, Ken Livingstone, 


firmly believes that those people living in this | 


country who are accused of ‘crimes’ during 
World War II should be sent to Russia or 
Israel to stand trial. Whether these people 
would receive a fair trial in either of those 
countries Mr. Livingstone is not prepared to 
say, but we must assume that he believes they 
would. 

Red Ken, however, firmly believes that 
those people living in the Irish Republic who 
are accused of acts of terrorism on British soil 
should not be extradited to the UK. ‘‘Irish 
Republicans,’’ says Ken, ‘‘won’t receive a 
fair trial in Britain.” 

I challenge Spearhead readers to give a 
better example of left-wing hypocrisy. 


GORDON JONES 


Liverpool 


SIR: I was interested to read Mr. Noel Hunt’s 
article about the Tory councillor and 
mayoress from the Vale of Glamorgan being 
pressured into resigning following remarks 
about differences in brain size between 
Whites and Blacks. 

In November last year, Beaumont Leys 
Tory councillor Michael-Robinson was taken 
to task by that obnoxious publication Search- 


light for making certain ‘racist’ remarks. 
Now he has suddenly resigned. 

The reason given by the local press is that 
Mr. Robinson ‘‘is leaving the area.” Local 
nationalists, however, believe that he was put 
under pressure to resign by the cowardly Tory 


hierarchy — just like mayoress Lloyd in 
Glamorgan. 

JOHN PEACOCK 

Leicester 


SIR: I suppose it was too much to expect Dr. 
Waldheim in his television address to the 
Austrian people to have had the courage to 
say something like: ‘*...I feel both proud and 
privileged to have served with the finest 
European army in what could be described as 
the Tenth Crusade, and I may take this 
opportunity to salute all those with whom I 
fought and stood shoulder to shoulder in our 
supremely spiritual effort...’’, or words to 
that effect. 

Being accused of taking part in organising 
‘deportations’ during the war, he could also 
have told his viewers how the victorious 
Allies in their righteousness agreed among 
themselves after the war that millions of 
Germans and their families should be physic- 
ally deported from their eastern lands of 
Pomerania, Silesia and East Prussia — 
families who had lived in these areas since the 
9th century. 

, P.A. FORDER-WHITE 
Alderholt, Dorset 


SIR: Congratulations on the March Spear- 
head, particularly the publicity on Boateng. 
The News of the World photograph and 
report I sent to my local MP, with a suitable 
comment. | 


D.H. MIDGLEY 
Middlesborough, Cleveland 


SIR: Congratulations on the excellent and 

interesting content of the March issue. 
Appropos the article ‘Pussyfoot wins 

again’, may I urge your readers to write to 
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Mrs. Lloyd expressing support and their 
disgust at the moral cowardice of the Vale of 
Glamorgan councillors. 

Whenever someone is prepared to stand up 
and say publicly those truths that Britain’s 
evil and vicious leftist intellectual gangsters 
try so hard to suppress, they must be 
Supported. | 

This way they will come to realise that the 
BNP is a responsible organisation which not 
only supports their views but could offer an 
alternative to the cesspit politics currently 
practised in this country. 

G.N. BARRETT 
Sheffield 


SIR: Your illustration of Hitler’s painting 
reminded me of John Toland’s book Adolf 
Hitler, which I first read 12 years ago. The 
book contains reproductions of three of 
Hitler’s water colours, which are truly 
pleasing art — unlike Churchill’s primitive 
daubings — yet until then I was unaware that 
Hitler could paint! 

Toland’s book is certainly not ‘revisionist’: 
the ‘gas chambers’ are there and the Gerstein 
statement is accepted without question. 
Having read it elsewhere in full, I agree with 
Butz that it is pure fabrication. For instance, it 
alleges that 700-800 ‘naked men’ were. 
crammed into an area of 25 square metres 
(269 square feet and 5ft 1lin high). Even 
allowing for a ludicrously low area of one 
Square foot per person, Gerstein’s figure is 
out by a factor of three. Just an exaggeration? 
Perhaps, but ‘Gerstein’ gets too clever. We 
learn that the (usually thorough) Nazis took, 
according to his stopwatch, 2 hours and 49 
minutes to start the gassing diesel! You might 
ask: why did they bother, as the people 
crammed in the gas chambers would have 
died of suffocation in less than an hour? Yet 
‘Gerstein’ asserts that they were alive when 
the diesel finally started! 

(Dr.) T.S. MORLEY 
Douglas, Isle of Man 
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THE NEW UNHAPPY LORDS (A.K. Chesterton) 
£3.00. An exposure of the financial power that seeks to 
dragoon mankind into a global police state. 1972, 255pp. 
THE CAMP OF THE SAINTS (Jean Raspail) £2.40. 
A sensational novel about the destruction of the white 
world by Asian immigrant invasion. 1973, 31 1pp. 
THE BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM (Prof. 
W.C. George) £1.00. The race equality hoax destroyed 
by an academic expert. 70pp. 

DID SIX MILLION REALLY DIE? (Richard 
Harwood) 50p. The fact-filled pamphlet that refutes the 
Holocaust legends and has evoked Zionist frenzy. 28pp. 
THE HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY 
(Prof. A.R. Butz) £2.40. A scientist applies clinical 
methods to an investigation of the ‘Holocaust’ and 
completely dissects the myth. 2nd edition 1977, 315pp. 
THE MONEY BOMB (James Gibb Stewart) £3.95. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial system 
and describes its role in creating inflation. 1983, 158pp. 
THE USES OF RELIGION (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£1.00. Examines the value of religion as a socially 
cohesive force. 1982, 36pp. ee 

RACE AND POLITICS (H.B. Isherwood) 30p. 
Shows that a sense of racial identity is an essential 
element of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 

RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CONTROVERSY 
(H.B. Isherwood) 30p. Shows that racial integration is 
not ordained by Christianity and that the reverse is true. 
1970, 16pp. 

THE LEMMING FOLK (James Gibb Stuart) £7.95. 
A witty and factual examination of current attitudes and 
intellectual fashion that are threatening our future. 1980, 
246pp. 

THE GRAND DESIGN (Douglas Reed) £2.00. A 
behind-the-scenes look at modern world history. 1977, 
45pp. i i 

THE DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY (W ilmot Robert- 
son) £7.50. This book has attracted worldwide attention, 
dealing as it does with racial problems in America — and 


not just simply the black-white situation. 2nd edition, 


1981, 613pp. 


RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that has been 
an invaluable contribution to the debate ever since it was 
first published. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 


RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and Reason, 
showing how the truth about the race issue has been 
suppressed by interested parties. 1967 (rep. 1977), 
192pp. | 

VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author’s widely acclaimed The 
Lispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, | 13pp. 
THE GLOBAL MANIPULATORS (Robert Eringer) 
£2.50. While the author repudiates any conspiratorial 
view of world events, he still provides a comprehensive 
exposure of the organisation and influence of the 
Bilderburg Group and the Trilateral Commission. 1980, 
95pp. 

PEACE STUDIES IN OUR SCHOOLS — PROPA- 
GANDA FOR DEFENCELESSNESS (John Marks) 
£2.95. An important book on a major current educational 
scandal: the indoctrination ot schoolchildren by pacifist 
and unilaterialist ‘educationalists’. This topical and 
factual study makes it plain that we are not simply 
contronted with odd teachers here and there abusing their 
positions but a whole network of organisations and instit- 
utions, some publicly funded, co-ordinating their attack 
on young people’s minds. 1984, 63pp. 

THE ZIONIST CONNECTION (Alfred M. Lilien- 
-thal) £13.00. The second edition of a sensational 
exposure by a non-Zionist Jew of Zionist power politics. 
1982, 904pp. 

TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. Kitty Little) 
50p. Text of amemorandum to the Royal Commission on 
Criminal Procedure entitled: Infiltration of the government 
by members of subversive or criminal organisations for the 
purpose of furthering the mterests of those organisations. 
1979, 24pp. 

A WORLD COUP D’ETAT IS PLANNED (Dr. Kitty 
Little) 50p. Updates the above, giving details of the 
destructive effects of treaties foisted on Britain. 1984, 
O6pp. 

THE COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER (Correlli 
Barnett) £8.95. A welcome reissue of a vitally in.portant 
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book first published in 1972. Shows how liberalism and 
lack of political realism brought about Britain’s 20th 
century decline in the political, industrial and military 
fields. 643pp. y 


THE ZUNDEL TRIAL AND FREE SPEECH (Doug 
Christie) £2.25. The defence counsel’s address to the 


jury in the infamous trial in Canada of Ernst Zundel for , 


daring to question the Holocaust myth. A ringing defence 
of free enquiry and free speech. 1985, 32pp. 


F.D.R. — THE OTHER SIDE OF THE COIN 


(Hamilton Fish) £5.00. An exposure of President 
Roosevelt’s war guilt and trickery by a former associate. 
1976, 255pp. 


STATE SECRETS (Count Leon de Poncins) £3.50 
A study of some little known state documents that throw 
much light on recent history. 1975, 191pp. 


CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £1.50. An 
examination of some of the facts of recent history that 
have not found their way into textbooks and newspapers. 
1974, 48pp. 

THE CONTROVERSY OF ZION (Douglas Reed) 
£9.00. A best-seller in nationalist circles ever since its 
publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile relations since 
biblical times, packed with little known and long 
suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 

THE NAMELESS WAR (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) 
£3.25. An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War, including informat- 


ion on previous upheavals. The author had the honour of - 


being imprisoned without trial for four years during the 
war, despite his status as a member of parliament. 
Originally published 1952, 128pp. 

THE SIX MILLION RECONSIDERED (W. Grim- 
stad) £2.50. Examines not only the ‘Holocaust’ but other 
topics involved in the Jewish Question, inciuding the 


exploitation of the ‘anti-semitic’ smear. 1977, 170pp. 


NUREMBERG AND OTHER WAR CRIMES 
TRIALS: A NEW LOOK (Richard Harwood) 75p. A 
scholarly exposure of this cynical travesty of justice. 
1978, 68pp. | 

RACIAL KINSHIP (H.B. Isherwood) 30p. a turther 
well argued presentation of the case for ‘racism’ by the 
author of Race and Politics. 1974, 36pp. 


CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo : 


P. Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for God, 
Family and Country in 1966. 76pp. : 
AMERICA‘S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 
CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £3.50. A 
collection of articles and reviews on various aspects of 
the collapse of modern civilisation. 1981, 375pp. 
POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of political 
power and the elements which wield it in the present 
century. 1982, 1OIpp. 


THE ENEMY OF EUROPE (Francis Parker Yockey_ 


& Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £6.00. Thought-provoking 
essay on the powers set on destroying the European 
peoples, written by Yockey and accompanied by a 
review of Yockey’s work by Prof. Oliver. 1981, 240pp. 
1.Q. AND RACIAL DIFFERENCES (Prof. Henry 
Garrett) £1.00. Clear and concise summary of the 
evidence of racial differences in intelligence and their 
significance in education. 1980, 57pp. 


THE UNHOLY ALLIANCE (Patrick Walsh) £2.25. 


A tormer Canadian undercover police officer exposes the 
dirty tricks employed by Zionists and Communists to 
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misdirect and destroy patriotic. groups and to suppress 
free enquiry. 1986, 34pp. 


IS THERE INTELLIGENT LIFE ON EARTH? 

(Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.00. An entertaining survey 

a modern fallacies and their charlatan promotors. 1983, 
PP- 


THE GREAT HOLOCAUST TRIAL (Michael A. 
Hoffmann JI) £4.00. Extremely comprehensive and 
well written report on the infamous trial ot Ernst Zundel 
in Canada, also covered in The Zundel Trial and Free 
Speech. 1985, 95pp. 


OUT! U.K. IN E.E.C. SPELLS DISASTER (Oliver 
Smedley) £5.00. The political and economic consequen- 
ces of Britain’s membership of the Common Market. 
1986, 79pp. 


BOUND TO FAIL (Sundry authors) £2.00. A series of 
articles by various experts covering every aspect of 
Britain’s disastrous membership of the EEC. 1987, 
62pp. . 
TRUTH OUT OF AFRICA (Ivor Benson) £3.25. 
Developments in Africa, particularly ‘Zimbabwe’, since 
1960, set against a background of the forces at work in 
the world as a whole. 2nd ed. 1984, 1 12pp. 
TRADITIONALIST’S ANTHOLOGY (Compiled by 
Elizabeth Lady Freeman) £9.00. A fascinating collect- 
ion of quotations from a wide variety of writers, many of 
which are of direct relevance to the nationalist cause. 
1986, 185pp. i 

CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £16.95. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s World War Il 
leader Guring the late pre-war and wartime years, this 
book was shunned by all the ‘establishment’ publishers 
on account of its startling disclosures. Churchill- 
worshippers and believers in the ‘orthodox’ version of 
modern history will not like this book, as it describes its 
central character as the man who ruined Britain and the 
British Empire in his insane vendetta against Hitler. 
‘1987, 591pp. 


GAY LESSONS (Rachel Tingle) £2.50. A topical 
exposure of the manner in which homosexuality is 
encouraged among young people by official bodies at 
public expense. 1986, 48pp. 


THE MURDER OF BRITISH INDUSTRY (Jonn 
Boyd) 75p. An exposure of the catastrophic economic 
and industrial effects of Britain’s membership of the 
EEC. 1987, l6pp. 

THIS AGE OF CONFLICT (Ivor Benson) £2.00. An 
exposure of the illegitimate power-structures that exist in 
today’s world. 1987, 61 pp. 


THE ELITE (Barbara Cole) £8.75. The exciting story 
of the Rhodesian Special Air Service and its campaign 
against terrorism. 1984, 449pp. 

THE BARNES TRILOGY (Harry Elmer Barnes) 
£2.75. A combined volume containing this famous 
American revisionist’s pamphlets: Court Historians 
versus Revisionism; Blasting the Hisorical Blackout; 
and Revisionism and Brainwashing. These first 
appeared in 1952, 1963 and 1963 respectively, and this 
combined edition is dated 1979, with 133pp. 

IS THE DIARY OF ANNE FRANK GENUINE? 
(Robert Faurisson) £2.75. Reprinted from The Journal 
of Historical Review, this is a critical commentary on 
this emotive historical document. 1982, 62pp. 

THE ZIONIST TERROR NETWORK. £2.00. A 12- 
page report on the murderous activities in the United 
States of the Jewish Defence League, compiled by the 
staff of the Institute for Historical Review. 
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OTHER PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


FROM B.N.P. HEADQUARTERS 
(Orders with cash to: PO Box 446, 
London SE23 2LS) 


BNP Statement of Policy 
An up-to-date resume of the main political objectives of 
the British National Party. 23p post-free. ) 


BNP Election Manifesto 1983 


Booklet outlining the policies on which the British 
National Party fought the 1983 general election. Entitled 
Vote for Britain (23pp). 43p post-free. 


BNP leaflets 

Fed up with the party politicians? Reprint of a popular 
old nationalist leaflet brought up to date. Deals with 
British National Party policies on the main national 
issues. 

Have you been thrown on the scrapheap by foreign 
imports? This leaflet deals with unemployment and 
explains in simple terms how millions of British jobs are 
being destroyed by the international free trade policies of 
successive governments. A brief and concise argument 
for economic nationalism. 

Violent crime in Britain: the horrifying truth. Deals 
with muggings, rapes and other violent attacks on 
defenceless people, giving examples of specific cases. 
Calls for much tougher treatment of violent criminals. 


This is OUR country. Leaflet questioning people on 
their views on race riots and multi-racialism and telling 
them that if they answer affirmatively their place is with 
the British National Party. Features vivid picture of riot 
area in flames. 

If only we were black... Reprint, updated, of a previous 
BNP leaflet, drawing attention to the special favours and 
facilities granted to ethnic minority groups by national 
and local government, and calling on Whites — partic- 
ularly the young — to fight for their rights. 

Can you spot a red teacher? Updated reprint of an old 
nationalist leaflet aimed especially at school students and 
giving advice on how to combat left-wing brainwashing 
in the classroom. 

The great Tory con-trick. Leaflet exposing the way the 
Tories are currently trying to woo the people with 
patriotic slogans, while their policies underneath are 
aimed at the destruction of Britain. | 
What’s the difference? Leaflet spotlighting the similar- 
ities between the policies of the Westminster parties over 
major issues, and the fact that only the BNP offers a real 
alternative. 

Unite with your friends or perish! Leaflet appealing to 
loyalist Ulster people to join forces with their supporters 


on the mainland. Lists BNP. policies for Northern | 


Ireland. 


These leaflets cost £6.00 per 1,000 with postage 
charges of £2.35 for 1,000 and £2.75 for 2,000. 


BNP posters 

Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
us end it! Collage of riot photos. 

Oppose the disarmers! Build up our forces! Make 
Britain strong! Photo of Royal Marine in action with 
machine gun. p 
She freezes in winter while Third World gets £1,000 
million a year. Put British people before aliens! Photo 
of old lady by unlit fire. 

Support Ulster: smash terrorism. Hang IRA murder- 
ers! Drawing of man holding hangman’s rope with wife 
and youngster and flag in background. 

Protect British jobs: ban imports! Special unemploy- 
ment poster with photo of Japanese cars coming off boat. 
Protect our women and old folk: stamp out muggers! 
Drawing of mugging gang. 
What’s happened to free speech? Up-date of poster 
first produced in 1986 showing how the state is trying to 
gag those who oppose the alien invasion of Britain. 
Support White South Africa. This slogan in large white 
letters on blue background. 

These posters measure 12.6in x 17.7in. Each contains 
the BNP name and address and logo in red, white and 
blue. Prices: 1-9 at 12p each; 10-19 at 10p each; 20-49 
at 8p each; 50 or over at 6p each. Postage should be 
estimated on the basis of each poster weighing 10g. 


BNP Stickers 

With slogans:- har AAR” 

Fight subversion: smash communism! 

Put British people before aliens! (same as poster) 
Start repatriation! 

Make Britain strong! (same as poster) 


Ban imports! (same as poster) 

Stamp out muggers! (same as poster) 

Hang IRA murderers! (same as poster) 

Protect our young from child murderers: bring back 
the rope! 

Scrap the Anglo-Irish Agreement: Keep Ulster 
British! 

Love the White Race: protect its future! 

Abortion is child murder: make it illegal! 

Protect us from AIDS: Outlaw homosexuality! 
Stickers are self-adhesive, measuring 3.5in x 2.5in. 
Each contains BNP name and address and logo in 
red, white and blue. Price: £2 per 100 plus 24p p&p. 


BNP badges 


British National Party badges with logo in red, white and 
blue. Price: £1.25 post-free. 


BNP key rings 


Key rings with attachment bearing BNP logo in red, 
white and blue. £1.75 post-free. 


BNP cloth logo 


BNP logo ‘in cloth, also in red, white and blue. Suitable 
for sowing onto anorak, etc. £1.50 post-free. 


BNP Recordings 

Rally ’87. Three-hour video-recording of BNP London 
rally, October 31st 1987. Hear and see speeches by 
Ronald Rickcord, Ian Sloan, Gus McLeod, Dr. Peter 
Peel, Richard Edmonds, Stanley Clayton-Garnett, David 
Bruce and John Tyndall. 

Price: £18.00 plus 64p p&p. 


Rally ’82: Sound recording of BNP rally in London, 
October 16th 1982, the theme of which was ‘Unite and 
fight for Britain’s future!’ 

Side 1: Includes speech by Charles Parker. 

Side 2: Speech by John Tyndall. 

Voices of Nationalism. 

Side 1: Speeches from Nationalist Unity rally in London, 
September 5th 1981. Hear John Tyndall, Kenneth 
McKilliam, Len Bearsford Walker and others: 

Side 2: Studio talk by John Tyndall on ‘The coming 
British Revolution’. | 

Tyndall Speaks I: Two studio talks:- 

Side 1: Talk on “Our Anglo-Saxon heritage’ (about the 
worldwide dispersion of the peoples of British stock). 
Side 2: Talk on ‘Britain’s economic crisis’ (recorded in 


1981). 
BNP video 


Tyndall Speaks II: Two studio talks:- 

Side 1: Talk on ‘The case for Nationalism’ (the inter- 
nationalist argument demolished). 

Side 2: Talk on “Tragedy of the 20th Century’ (analysis of 
World War II). 

Tyndall S HI: Two studio talks:- 

Side |: Talk on ‘Why we must repatriate’. 

Side 2: Talk on ‘Foundations of the national community’ 
(Discourse on racial nationalism and its concepts of 
government and citizenship). 

Tyndall S IV: Two studio talks:- 

Side |: Talk on ‘The way to full employment’. 

Side 2: Talk on ‘The racial time-bomb (A thorough 
demolition of the multi-racialist point of view and a 
warning of the dire consequences facing Britain if the 
multi-racial experiment is not ended). 

Cassette recordings available at £3.50 plus 24p p&p. 


FROM NORWICH BRANCH B.N.P. 
(Orders with cash to A9 Johnson 
Place, Norwich NR2 2SA) 

BNP ties, self-adhesive stickers, beer 

mats, ball pens & other items 

3-colour stickers with BNP logo in red, white and blue’ 
(self-adhesive). £1.13 per 100 or £5 per 500. 

Dark navy blue polyester necktie bearing BNP logo in 
red, white and blue. £4.50 post-free. 

3-colour round stickers with BNP logo in red, white and 
blue (self-adhesive). 114in in diameter: £2.50 for 250; 
£4.25 for 500. 2'2in in diameter: £3.50 for 250; £6.25 
for 500. 

Oblong BNP stickers with party logo, name and address 
(red on yellow labels) with slogans: (1) A new way 
forward for Britain; (2) Stop the riots — peace 
through repatriation; (3) Smash the IRA — Keep 
Ulster British! (4) Join us now! Make Britain a riot- 
free zone; (5) Our country — love it or lose it! Prices: 
£3.50 for 250; £6.50 for 500; £12 for 1,000. 

Sticker: Every vote counts — vote British National 
Party! (red on white label) with party logo, name and 
address. Price: £5.50 for 500. 
BNP beer mats with large red, white and blue party logo 
and party name and address in blue on white background. 
Ideal recruitment aid for leaving in pubs or for nationalist 
apo Samples for £1 or packs: £5/£10/£20 inc. 
Pap. 

BNP ball pens. Brown/gold retractable ball pen with clip: 
3 for £1 inc. p&p. White/blue ball pen: 6 for £1 inc. 
p&p. Both types of pen stamped with party name. 
Stick pen with clip; publicity pencil; publicity pencil with 
rupber; teric ball pen; super retractable pen. One of each 
type for £1 inc. p&p. All stamped with party name. 
BNP branch fund cards. Sample card for 26p in stamps. 
10 cards for £1.50 inc. p&p. 
A4-size holocaust leaflet/poster. Grim statistics about 
the forgotten victims of the real 20th century Soviet 


holocaust. Good for distribution to opinion-formers. 
Price: £3.40 for 100. 


Spearhead stickers 


cee stickers advertising ers magazine: 
£1.18 per 100 or £5 for roll of 500. 


FROM LIVERPOOL BRANCH 
B.N.P. 

(Orders with cash to: PO Box 116, 
Liverpool LS9 1SH) 


More BNP ball pens 
Ball pens bearing the slogan: ‘British National Party — 
for race and nation’. Sample for 13p post-free. 


* * * 


Candour 


British views letter, founded by A.K. Chesterton to 
defend national sovereignty against the menace of inter- 
national finance. Subscription: £5 per year. Obtainable 
from: Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. GU33 7DD. 


Australia First 

A hard-hitting quarterly journal fighting for the national- 
ist cause in Australia. Includes events from home and 
abroad. Subscription rates: Aust $8; NZ $12; Others 
$15. Obtainable from: PO Box R345, Royal Exchange, 
NSW 2000, Australia. Overseas: cash preferred or add 
$1 to cheque. 


The Thunderbolt 


Hard-hitting paper for American and other white race 
patriots. Sample copy for £1. Write to: PO Box 1211, 
Marietta, Ga. 30061, U.S.A. 


Page seventeen 


£4,860.48 


been desired. 


THE GUTTER PRESS excelled even its own 
shoddy standards recently when two of its 
hack journalists caused a leading British 
National Party officer to lose his job. 
Richard Edmonds, BNP South London 
_ Organiser, was dismissed from his post by his 
employers, Cable & Wireless Ltd. after an 
article had appeared in The Sunday Times 
drawing attention to his activities in distribut- 
ing Holocaust News, a paper challenging the 
‘holocaust’ theory alleging mass atrocities by 
the Germans during World War II. In the 


BRITISH NATIONALIST 

British Nationalist is a tabloid published in 
support of the British National Party, normally 
on a monthly basis. Sample copies will be 
sent on receipt of 36p (covering p&p). Subs- 
cription for 12 issues is £4.30 (British Isles) or 
£5.75 (overseas surface mail). Bulk rates are 
as follows:- 


10 copies £2.00 

25 copies £4.50 

50 copies £8.00 

100 copies £14.00 

150 copies £20.00 

200 copies £25.00 

300 copies £35.00 + £3.75 post 

400 copies £44.00 + £4.75 post 
500 copies £53.00 4 Bulk rates 

1,000 copies £103.00 )by Roadline 


Cheques/postal orders to British Nationalist, 
PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. Please keep 
orders and enquiries conceming British 
Nationalist totally separate from other 
correspondence in order to avoid confusion 
and delay. 


+ 49p post 

+ £1.60 post 
+ £2.00 post 
+ £2.65 post 
+ £2.90 post 
+ £3.25 post 
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BUILDING FUND: 


The total sum raised in contributions to the BNP 
Headquarters Building Fund during the last month is 
‘£516.52. No less than £450 of this has come in the 
form of two single donations from CJJ of Basingstoke 
and NF of Croydon, for which many thanks! It means, 
however, that, these two apart, supporters have not 
contributed as much during the month as would have 


This means that £4,860.48 remains still to be raised. 

We hope that in the next month all supporters will 
dig deep into their pockets and do their very best to 
raise more. We have set ourselves the target of 
acquiring our HQ building sometime this year. If all 
pull their financial weight, this CAN be done! 

All contributions should be marked ‘Headquarters 
Fund’ and sent to: PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 


Gutter press gets 
BNP man the sack 


NEEDED! 


£7,000 
£6,000 
£5,000 
£4,000 
£3,000 
£2,000 


£1,000 


course of the article, written by Jon Craig 
and Jo Revill, Mr. Edmonds’ place of work 
was disclosed after he had given his daytime 
telephone number in confidence to the two 
reporters, after being asked to do so in case 
they needed to phone him quickly to clarify a 
point in connection with the article. 


RICHARD EDMONDS 
Fired for his politics 


FOOTBALL CHALLENGE 


BNP Loughton (Essex) branch have formed 
a football team. Any other branch who would 
like to play five-a-side or full elevens on a 
home-and-away basis please contact BNP 
HQ. 


NATIONALIST RESPONSE: Quarterly 
journal of South Wales BNP. Single copies 
50p inc. p&p. Annual subscription £2.50. 
Winter issue still available. Orders to PO Box 
214, Cardiff CF3 9YB. 


Spearhead back issues previous to No. 74 
required. Best prices paid. Contact Mr. K. 
Axon, c/o PO Box 771, Birmingham B44 9LZ. 


Make our work easier! 


For the umpteenth time, we ask readers not 
to send us money that is part of a remittance 
including payment for other items. Also, 
once again, will those sending money in 
foreign currencies please add £5.30 to cover 
banker’s commission and charges. 


After the article appeared, giving the name 
of the company, Mr. Edmonds was immed- 
lately relieved of his employment. 

The Sunday Times is one of those papers 
which, in the lofty tones it likes to employ, 
appears to some to represent one of the 
‘quality’ weeklies. In fact, as this incident 
shows, the paper is no better than the News of 
the World, Sunday Mirror and other low- 
level rags. As for Mr. Craig and Miss Revell, 
they are in the true mainstream tradition of 
modern journalists — they are beneath 
contempt. No other description could be 
given to reporters who would stoop to this 
level of causing a person to be deprived of his 
livelihood on account of their dislike of 
certain of his political views. 

Mr. Edmonds has in the meantime made it 
clear to all that he will be undeterred by this 
setback from carrying on his political 
activities. 


ASPECTS OF CHILD ABUSE 


(Contd. from page 10) 


Parents have the power to put an end to this . 
process. They must summon time and 
inclination to give guidance and instruction in 
the home — and the moral backbone to 
Oppose indoctrination and misteaching in the 
school itself. 

To them we say: the British National Party 
is the only political organisation that fights in 
defence of our Anglo-Saxon-Celtic 
community, and of the young upon whom the 
survival of that community depends. Join us 


in our struggle! 


This article was first published in 
NATIONALIST RESPONSE, newsletter 
of the South Wales branch of the British 
National Party. NR can be obtained from: 
PO Box 214, Cardiff CF3 9YB. 


WHO ARE THE REAL 
WAR CRIMINALS? 


(Contd. from page 13) 


however, prevent Dresden being made an 
Anglo-American showpiece of mass murder 
and destruction. 

Hell came to Dresden, courtesy of 
Churchill and Roosevelt, a couple of hours 
before midnight on February 13th 1945, 
when the first British bombers arrived. A 
second British attack followed some three 
hours later, early on the 14th February, and an 
American attack followed in the middle of 
that day, with American fighters afterwards 
flying low over the ruins to machine-gun 
anything that moved — survivors, ‘rescue 
workers, and even hospital patients dragged 


to the banks of the River Elbe and their | 


doctors and nurses. After the carnage had 
ceased, the death toll ranged between the 


135,000 that the Allies finally accepted and 
the 400,000 which German and other sources 
have claimed. In addition, 750,000 are said to 
have been wounded. 

The dead had to be stacked and burnt in the 
Streets and squares in piles of 400-500. 
Auschwitz, even in the most lurid of unsub- 
stantiated Jewish claims, was never like this. 
Thousands of men, women and children, 
including babes in arms, hiding in air raid 
shelters were melted into pools of liquid by 
the heat, which reduced 6ft men to 3ft 
corpses. Such were the conditions that, two 
weeks after the raids, a Swiss resident had this 
to say of an attempt to move in the death city 
of Dresden: ‘‘For this reason I turned back 
and headed for the Grosser Garten. But here it 
was even more appalling: walking through 
the grounds, I could see torn-off arms and 
legs, mutilated torsos and heads which had 
been wrenched off their bodies and rolled 
away. In places the corpses were still lying so 


British National Party 
PUBLIC MEETING 


NORWICH 


Saturday, April 16th, 3 p.m. 
Venue: Fairway Middle School, Purtingay Close, Eaton, Norwich 


Heid in support of Richard Heaton, BNP candidate for Eaton Ward in 
elections to city council, 5th May. Speakers will include: RICHARD 
HEATON, BNP National Organiser DAVID BRUCE and BNP leader JOHN 

TYNDALL 


This is the British National Party's first major activity in East Anglia. All 
members and supporters are asked to do their very best to attend 


Special emergency 


TYPESETTER FUND REOPENED 


Recent circumstances have obliged us to reopen our Typesetter Fund and 


appeal for £500. 


| 


densely that I had to clear a path through them 
in order not to tread on arms and legs.’’ (For 
further information, see Der Tod von 
Dresden, by Axel Rodenberger, and The 
Destruction of Dresden, by David Irving). 
Coverting the venerated tribute to the RAF 
by the chief architect of this dreadful death of 


Dresden, we might, Mr. Home Secretary 


Hurd, exclaim that never in the field of human 
misery have so many owed so much to so few! 
Think of this when you consider whether to 
take action against some octogenarian from 
the Baltic States assailed by the ravening 
wolf-pack of Wiesenthal, Sher, Moscow and 
Searchlight! 


To be continued 


Contact your 
local party unit 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY is organ- 
ised into active units extending over most of the 
United Kingdom. Below we give a list of the 
local addresses of the main units:- 


NORTH LONDON 
PO Box 300, Emma Street, Hackney, 
London E2 7BZ - 


SOUTH LONDON 
PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS 


Bromley 
PO Box 212, Bromley, Kent BR1 4JP 


WEST KENT 
PO Box 48, Tonbridge TN11 9JF 


EAST KENT 

73 Shirkoak Park, Woodchurch, Ashford 
NORTH-EAST ESSEX 
PO Box 703, Colchester CO7 9SP 
SUFFOLK 
2 Albert Road, Framlingham 
NORFOLK 
9 Johnson Place, Norwich NR2 2SA 
SOUTH WALES 

PO Box 214, Cardiff CF3 9Y B 
BIRMINGHAM 

PO Box 771, Great Barr, Birmingham B44 9LZ 


EAST MIDLANDS 
PO Box 148, Leicester LE3 2YD 


Up to last month, our typesetting equipment had been functioning smoothly 
and efficiently for over a year. During March, however, a serious breakdown 
occurred which obliged us to call out the engineer. The call-out fee, plus the time 
spent on the repair job and finally the installation of an expensive replacement 
part combined to land us with a considerable bill. 

in addition to this, we recently had to replace one of our key type-fonts, which 
had become worn and was reproduçing flawed copy. We obtained this second- 
hand and in the process took advantage of picking up as bargains two further 
type-fonts, which have increased the versatility of type in our repertoire. 

We estimate, however, that in consequence of these expenses we are out of 
pocket to the tune of more than £500. 

We cannot bear this bill from out of our normal funds and we are therefore 
appealing to our readers to contribute to help us cover it. It is the first time we 
have made a special appeal for money for some time, but we need it now! 

The typesetting equipment belonging to our magazine has been a 
tremendous boon, not only to the magazine itself but also to the British National 
Party that it supports. Not a penny of BNP money has been spent on the acquisit- 
ion or maintenance of the equipment, yet it has enabled us to typeset all copy for 
BNP leaflets, stickers, bulletins, stationery, etc. ABSOLUTELY FREE OF 
CHARGE! 

We therefore feel that all readers and BNP supporters will recognise that it is 


essential for the money to be raised to enable the typesetting equipment to | 


continue to function. 
Please mark all contributions ‘Typesetter Fund’ and post them to: PO Box 446, 
London SE23 2LS. 


LIVERPOOL 

PO Box 116, Liverpool L69 1SH 
WIRRAL 

PO Box 17, Birkenhead L41 3SF 
MANCHESTER & SALFORD 
PO Box 16, Salford M6 5EP 
WEST YORKSHIRE 

PO Box BR10, Bramley, Leeds 13 
SOUTH YORKSHIRE 

PO Box 73, Doncaster DN4 6BS 
CLEVELAND 

PO Box 67, Middlesborough TS1 4YY 

TYNE & WEAR 

PO Box 8, South Shields NE33 1LP 


SCOTLAND 
PO Box 85, Glasgow G3 8UL 


The BNP also has units in Basingstoke 
(Hants), Gloucestershire, Hertfordshire, 
Bedford, Luton, Cambridge, Brierley Hill (West 
Midlands), Burton-on-Trent, Nottingham, North 
Nottinghamshire, Bolton & Bury, Warrington, 
Halifax, Wakefield, Sheffield, Sunderland and 
Cumbria. If you want to make contact with any of 
these units, or start a new unit, please write to 
BNP Head Office at PO Box 446, London SE23 
2LS. 
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WHO IS CONTROLLING 


‘PUBLIC OPINION’? 
(Contd. from page 14) 


So whose interests are being furthered by 
media manipulation, and to what end? 

Answers to these questions are to be found 
in a number of publications which, though 
available from certain sources, are not widely 
known to the public at large and are difficult 
to come by due to the system of direct censor- 
ship, trade boycott and suppression by book- 
sellers, distributers and librarians. Answers 
can also be deduced by the exercise of the 
individual’s faculties of discrimination and 
perception, which enable one to read where 
one has never been taught to read: between 
the lines. 

The media in fact operate in exactly the 
way Orwell predicted when he wrote about 
them in 1948: they operate by means of 
censorship of thought and history, corruption 
of language through ‘Newspeak’ and 
‘Doublespeak’, memory holes (people and 
ideas written out of common currency) and 
the whipping up of hatred campaigns. 

There are, for instance, certain persons 
who are never, or almost never, seen on 
television, and whose views are never, or 
almost never, ventilated in print or by radio 
— just as there are subjects which are 
absolutely taboo, while others are handled 
completely one-sidedly. Scholars such as Dr. 
Gayre, Dr. Jensen, Dr. Shockley, Dr. Sutton, 
Dr. Bauer, Dr. Szasz, Dr. Butz, Professor 
Faurisson, or writers such as Ivor Benson, 
David Irving, James Stuart Gibb and Eric 
Butler, are treated by the media as though 
they didn’t exist to the general public. They 
will almost never be heard of by means of the 
media as. long as the latter are under present 
control. These media have a method of 
dealing with such people who fail to toe. the 
‘established’ line that is just as effective as 
any employed behind the Iron Curtain. While 
the latter are placed in ‘Gulags’, the former 
are just ignored as if they never had anything 
of the slightest interest to say. 

Douglas Reed was one who crossed this 
line between ‘acceptability’ and ‘unaccept- 
ability’ to the media. Himself a part of that 
institution in the 1930s and 1940s as a prestig- 
ious foreign correspondent of The Times and 


author of many best-sellers, he was consigned 
to the memory hole of ‘non-persons’ in 1951 
following publication of his book Far and 
Wide. C. Gordon Tether is another. A 
distinguished columnist of The Financial 
Times whose regular articles appeared five 
times a week for 20 years, he incurred the 
displeasure of the media masters by writing 
too probingly about the arcane Bilderberger 
Group. He disappeared down the memory 
hole in 1974. 

It is instructive to compare what befell 
these two media men who dared to shake their 
cages with the fortunes of the scores of 
‘investigative journalists’ in Britain and the 
USA and elsewhere, who are constantly 
afforded opportunities to lambast and 
lampoon their governments and secret 
services, who launch bitter attacks on 
anything patriotic, who pour vitriol on 
nationalism (unless it is Black or Irish) and 
who incessantly rake- over the hoary old 
‘Nazi’ hate theme. 


WHAT IS ALLOWED AND 
NOT ALLOWED 


The treatment of any number of issues and 
topics by the media is another tell-tale 
indicator disclosing to the discerning mind 
the interests and purpose of those in control. 
The subject of race, to begin with, is never 
ever appraised or discussed rationally or 
objectively, whereas ‘racism’ is one of the 
many negatively loaded ‘Newspeak’ terms 
employed. Another taboo subject is that of 
Jewry, except where it involves either 
grovelling praise or tear-jerking sympathy. 
All sensitivities must be very carefully 
finessed to avoid any suspicion of ‘anti-semit- 
ism’ being raised, whether the issue is the 
actions of Israel or the prevalence of Jews in 
government, business or the media 
themselves (but the latter is of course never 
mentioned by anyone in the media). As for 
communism, this has become something to 
praise with faint damnation. Though 
criticised, it is always treated sympathetically 
and always given a hearing. Propaganda films 
made in the communist world are regularly 
shown on television in the name of ‘media 
freedom’ but films made in Nazi Germany 
are, without exception, excluded. There is 
always coverage of Soviet and Chinese party 


congresses and press conferences. Marxism 
Today and Pravda are available in English in 
mass retail outlets. Marxist tyrannies in 
Angola, Ethiopia, Mozambique and 
Nicaragua receive support and 
encouragement from government and the 
media and are the recipients of overseas aid. 
The current successor to Lenin in presiding 
over the biggest system of repression the 
world has ever known is fawned over, while 
certain vogue Russian words, like glasnost, 
are incorporated into regular English 
language usage. 

By contrast, the views and stances of 
loyalists in Northern Ireland, Afrikaner 
Nationalists in South Africa and opponents of 
multi-racialism and European rule in this 
country are blacked out by the media 
manipulators — as also are the voices of 
dissidents in the Soviet Empire unless they 
are lucky enough to be Jews. 


MEDIA SWEARWORDS 


‘Newspeak’ terms betraying the corruption 
of language described in Orwell’s Nineteen- 
Eighty-Four that are now widespread in the 
media are: ‘Nazi’, ‘neo-Nazi’, ‘Fascist’, ‘war 
criminal’, ‘extremist’, ‘reactionary’, ‘racist’, 
‘discrimination’, ‘white supremacist’, ‘bigot’ 
(used almost exclusively in a Northern 
Ireland context of course!) and many other 
expressions used in a deliberately deceptive 
and loaded way to ensure that people rarely 
achieve even an approximation of correct 
information with which they can form 
balanced and truly informed judgements. 
Pervasive deployment of other, positive, 
propitious terms is made to attain the same 
end: ‘liberal’, ‘progressive’, ‘democratic’, 
‘moderate’, ‘tolerant’, ‘freedom’ and ‘rights’ 
are just a few to which the reader can add his 
or her own favourites. 

William Chalmers, writing of the press in 
The Conspiracy of Truth, says something 
that in fact could be applicable to all the 
modern media, namely:- 

‘‘They pose as moral guardians to the nation 

while praising the aesthetically indifferent, and 

parading the morally corrosive. The picture they 
present of world events is obviously tailored and 
they speak with curious unanimity on vital issues. 

To whom or what belongs their ultimate 

allegiance? Is there anything that can be done to 

break the spell they weave?’’ 


Find out about the British National Party 


Send 30p for information pack 


To: 
P.O. BOX 446 
LONDON SE23 2LS 


Page twenty 


l enclose 


